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List  of  Appendices 

The  following  documents  and  memoranda  were  prepared  during  the  course  of  the 
watershed  management  planning  process.  This  information  was  gathered  at 
specific  points  in  time  during  the  planning  process  and  does  not  necessarily 
represent  the  information  contained  in  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan.  Some 
specific  issues  noted  in  the  following  appendices  may  have  been  refined  through  the  planning 
process.  These  refinements  are  reflected  in  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan. 

The  items  shaded  in  the  List  of  Appendices  below  are  bound  together  in  this  volume. 

Appendices  A and  B are  not  listed  below  as  they  are  specific  to  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda 
Watershed  Management  Plans  and  their  contents  differ. 

Appendix  C.  Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watersheds: 
Surveys  and  Technical  Memoranda2 

Volume  I 

C-l  Watershed  Sanitary  Survey  for  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula  Watersheds, 

October  1995 

Volume  II 

C-2  Technical  Memorandum  #1:  San  Francisco  Water  System  Facilities  and 
Practices,  April  1993 

C-3  Technical  Memorandum  #2:  Water  Quality  Vulnerability  Zone 
Development,  March  1994 

C-4  Technical  Memorandum  #3:  Sediment  Yields  of  Alameda  and  Peninsula 
Watersheds,  September  1 994 

C-5  Technical  Memorandum  #4:  Visual  Resources,  November  1996 

C-6  Technical  Memorandum  #5:  Best  Management  Practices  (to  be  completed) 

C-7  Technical  Memorandum  #6:  Economic  Profile  of  Watershed  Land 

Management  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department,  November  1993 
C-8  Technical  Memorandum  #7:  Demographic  Profile  of  Areas  Adjacent  to 
Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watershed  Lands,  November  1993 
C-9  Technical  Memorandum  #8:  General  Plans  Review,  June  1 994 

C-10  Technical  Memorandum  #9:  Utilities  and  Infrastructure  Review,  June  1994 

C-l  1 Technical  Memorandum  #10:  Regional  Recreational  Facility  Inventory, 

June  1994 

C-12  Technical  Memorandum  #11:  SFPUC  Policies,  September  1993 
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Appendix  D.  Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watersheds: 
Planning  Process  and  Public  Participation  Reports 
and  Materials1 

Volume  I 

D-l  Public  Opinion  Survey  Report,  February  1994 

D-2  Technical  Memorandum  #12:  Watershed  Management  Planning  Process, 
September  1 996 

D-3  Agency  Interview  Summaries,  February  1994 

Public,  Agency  and  Staff  Workshop  Summaries 

Volume  II 

D-4  Workshop  Summary  Report  # 1 , May  1 993 

D-5  Agency  Workshop  Report  3 1 , July  1 993 

D-6  Agency  Workshop  Report  #2,  January  1 994 

Volume  III 

D-7  SF  WD  Staff  Workshop  Report  # 1 , February  1 994 

D-8  Public  Workshop  Report  #2,  April  1 994 
D-9  Public  Workshops  and  Joint  Agency  Workshop  #4,  June  1 994 
D-10  Summary  of  SFPUC  Hearings  on  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans,  January  1995 

D-l  1 Summary  of  Public  Involvement  and  Agency  Coordination  Activities,  August 
1992- June  1996 
D-l 2 Presentation  Boards 


Newsletters  and  Brochures 

D- 1 3 Watershed  Watch  Newletters 

Volume  1,  February  1993 
Volume  2,  May  1993 
Volume  3,  Fall  1993 
Volume  4,  Spring  1995 
Volume  5,  Winter  1995 
Volume  6,  Fall  1996 

Volume  7,  Summer  1997  (to  be  completed) 

Volume  8,  Fall  1997  (to  be  completed) 

D-l  4 Brochures 

Coordinated  Water  Management:  An  Orientation  to  the  Water  System  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

' Material  in  this  Appendix  covers  both  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watersheds,  and 
therefore  it  is  a common  Appendix  to  both  the  Peninsula  Watershed  Management 
Plan  and  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan. 
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I.  SUMMARY  OVERVIEW 


I.  SUMMARY  OVERVIEW 
A.  INTRODUCTION 


This  report  was  compiled  as  a record  of  the  first  round  of  public  workshops  on  the 
San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Planning  Process.  The  document  provides  an 
overview  of  the  purpose  of  the  project,  and  a description  of  the  public  and  agency 
outreach  effort  to  solicit  community  participation  and  input.  A summary  of  the 
comments  made  by  workshop  participants  is  also  included. 

Appendices  to  this  document  include  copies  of  the  noticing  materials  and  distribution 
information,  the  materials  presented  at  the  meetings,  photographs  taken  at  the 
meetings,  transcripts  of  the  verbal  comments  recorded  during  the  small  group 
discussions,  the  comment  sheets  submitted  at  the  workshops  and  letters  submitted 
subsequently. 


B.  SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLANNING  PROCESS 


The  first  round  of  workshops  marks  the  culmination  of  the  information  gathering 
phase  of  the  public  and  agency  outreach  program  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plan  process.  The  outcome  of  the  planning  process  will  be  the 
development  of  comprehensive  plans  and  policies  for  SFWD  to  manage  the  unique 
resources  and  land  use  activities  on  the  23,000-acre  Peninsula  Watershed  and  the 
40,000-acre  Alameda  Watershed.  Currently,  SFWIXs  primary  use  of  the  watersheds 
has  been  to  store  and  provide  water  to  2.5  million  homes  and  businesses  in  the  Bay 
Area. 

Since  August,  1992,  initial  interviews  with  various  agencies,  organizations  and 
individuals  who  have  expressed  interest  in  the  management  of  the  watershed  have 
been  conducted  and  existing  studies  and  information  on  the  watershed  have  been 
collected.  Goals  for  watershed  management  have  also  been  drafted,  including  the 
primary  goal  to  "maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect  public  health  and 
safety."  During  the  next  two  years,  SFWD  will  evaluate  all  current  and  proposed 
land  use  activities  on  both  watersheds.  Field  studies  will  be  conducted,  draft 
management  plans  and  a policy  plan  will  be  drafted  and  Environmental  Impact 
Reports  will  be  prepared  for  each  watershed.  The  public  and  agency  participation 
program  will  continue  throughout  the  planning  process,  providing  several  rounds  of 
meetings  for  the  public  to  receive  information  at  critical  stages  of  the  process  and 
provide  input  to  the  planning  process. 

The  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plan  process  will  continue  throughout  the 
next  two  years.  Individuals  and  groups  have  been  encouraged  to  participate  in  the 
public  workshops,  submit  comments  and  suggestions  on  any  concerns  or  issue 
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related  to  the  watershed  management  plans  and  to  add  names  and  addresses  to  the 
mailing  list. 

To  keep  the  public  fully  informed  of  each  phase  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  planning  process  and  to  announce  upcoming  public  meetings, 
newsletters  will  be  published  twice  a year.  All  comments  received  at  the  public 
meetings  will  be  documented  and  considered  in  the  development  of  SFWETs 
recommendation  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  which  is  expected  to  make  a 
final  decision  on  a San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plan  in  early  1996. 


C.  PUBLIC  WORKSHOPS  - ROUND  I 


1.  Purpose  of  the  Workshops 

The  workshops  organized  by  SFWD  and  the  consultant  team  provided  an 
opportunity  for  the  public  to  ask  questions,  express  concerns  and  voice  opinions 
about  the  issues,  goals  and  studies  to  be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plans  being  prepared  for  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watersheds.  The 
workshops  promoted  informal  but  thorough  discussion  of  the  questions  and  issues 
raised.  Information  gathered  as  a result  of  the  workshops  will  be  reviewed  and 
considered  as  the  watershed  management  planning  effort  progresses. 

2.  Noticing  of  the  Workshops 

The  workshops  were  held  on  March  8,  11  and  16  in  Alameda,  San  Mateo  and  San 
Francisco  Counties.  Display  advertisements  were  placed  in  the  San  Mateo  Times  and 
Tri-Valiev  Herald.  A news  release  was  mailed  to  local  and  regional  media  outlets  in 
the  Bay  Area,  including  the  Bay  City  News  wire  service,  15  newspapers  and  12 
television  and  radio  stations,  several  of  which  ran  stories  or  meeting  announcements 
prior  to  or  following  the  workshops.  The  first  issue  of  Watershed  Watch,  the  project 
newsletter,  provided  basic  background  information  on  the  watersheds  and  the 
planning  process  and  was  mailed  to  approximately  2,700  residents,  agency  contacts 
and  other  interested  parties.  The  newsletter  also  contained  the  meeting 
announcement  for  all  of  the  workshops. 
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3.  Summary  of  the  Workshops 

Approximately  200  Bay  Area  residents  attended  three  workshops  held  on  Monday, 
March  8 at  the  Pleasanton  Middle  School,  Thursday,  March  11  at  the  College  of  San 
Mateo  and  Tuesday,  March  16  at  the  Bill  Graham  Civic  Auditorium  in  San  Francisco 

The  meetings  began  with  a welcome  and  introductions  by  the  moderator  who 
described  the  objectives  of  the  meeting: 

• to  explain  the  purpose  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Planning 
effort  and  the  issues  that  are  currently  being  considered; 

• and  to  receive  comments  and  feedback  from  the  public  on  the  issues  that 
should  be  considered  in  the  development  of  the  Plans. 

Attendees  were  advised  of  the  information  they  would  receive  and  opportunities  to 
provide  input,  including  comment  sheets  and  a blank  wall  map  where  they  could 
write  or  mark  their  issues  at  any  time  during  the  presentation. 

Following  the  orientation,  senior  level  management  staff  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  explained  the  Water  Department's  commitment  to  providing  an  ample 
supply  of  high  quality  water  and  expressed  the  importance  of  public  involvement  in 
the  development  of  the  watershed  management  plans. 

SFWD's  Manager  of  Watershed  Resources  provided  a history  of  the  water  system  and 
watershed  management.  He  also  explained  the  purpose  of  the  plan  and  described 
the  internal  and  external  committees  that  have  been  formed  to  advise  the  planning 
team  throughout  the  process. 

A presentation  was  then  given  by  the  consultant  team,  describing  the  unique  qualities 
and  issues  associated  with  each  watershed,  as  well  as  the  components  of  the  planning 
process.  The  moderator  then  organized  the  attendees  into  small  groups  of  seven  to 
fifteen.  Each  small  group  was  facilitated  by  a team  of  SFWD  staff  and  consultant 
staff  who  opened  the  dialogue  by  referring  to  the  comment  sheet  with  four 
discussion  points:  (1)  Issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  plan;  (2)  Comments  on  the  draft 
goals  for  the  plan;  (3)  Additional  studies  to  be  conducted;  and  (4)  Each  individual's 
primary  goal  for  the  watershed  management  plan.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  small 
group  discussions,  all  of  the  workshop  attendees  reassembled  and  a member  of  each 
small  group  presented  his/her  group's  issues,  goals  and  studies  to  the  rest  of  the 
workshop  attendees. 

The  workshops  produced  numerous  comments  on  Fire  management,  fish  and  wildlife 
management,  water  quality,  ecological  concerns,  grazing  leases,  recreational  uses, 
public  access,  public  education  and  concerns  regarding  the  process.  SFWD  also 
received  numerous  written  comments  on  these  topics. 
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4.  Summary  of  Public  Comments 

The  summary  of  public  comments,  which  begins  on  the  following  page,  is  based  on 
the  transcripts  of  the  verbal  comments  recorded  at  each  small  group  discussion 
session,  as  well  as  written  comments  received  during  and  after  the  workshops. 
Remarks  received  from  the  public  at  the  three  workshops  have  been  summarized  and 
grouped,  first  by  watershed,  then  by  topic.  Comments  regarding  the  process  or 
studies  have  been  grouped  separately.  Copies  of  the  transcripts  and  written 
comments  received  can  be  found  in  the  Appendices. 


SUMMARY  OF  PUBLIC  COMMENTS 


ISSUES  COMMON  TO  BOTH  WATERSHEDS 


Fire  Management 

• Vegetation  and  fire  management  should  be  a priority. 

• Fire  hazards  associated  with  wildland-urban  interface  and  increased 
access  to  the  watershed  should  be  addressed. 

• Implement  fire  hazard  reduction  program;  consider  using  prescribed  bums  to 
restore  natural  process. 

• Consider  alternatives  to  fire  breaks,  as  they  encourage  erosion. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Management 

• Manage,  maintain  and  enhance  ecological  resources  and  wildlife  habitat. 

• Identify  the  natural  habitat  requirements,  including  fish  and  wildlife  corridors. 

• Game  protection  and  game  management  are  important. 

• Protect  the  native  populations  of  trout  on  the  watershed. 

• Protect  wildlife. 

• Restore  Fisheries,  especially  anadromous  species,  on  creeks  in  the  watershed. 

Water  Quality,  Supply  & Operations 

• Meet  the  primary  goal  to  protect  and  improve  water  quality  and  assure  and 
increase  water  supply. 

• What  is  the  cost  assurance  associated  with  water  quantity? 

• How  do  SFWD's  current  water  operations  protect  SFWD  customers  and  impact 
the  water  quality  of  others? 

• What  are  the  costs  to  treat  the  water  supply  whose  quality  has  been  degraded 
by  internal  or  external  influences?  Who  bears  these  additional  costs? 

• Concerns  regarding  water  quality  and  quantity  and  the  expense  of  additional 
treatment  need  to  be  considered. 

• Evaluate  conjunctive  use  alternatives  for  water  resources. 

• All  uses  can  be  made  compatible  with  water  supply  production. 

• Protect  public  health  and  safety. 

• Mitigate  potential  negative  aspects  of  public  access  through  increased  water 
treatment. 

• Make  sure  dams  are  secure,  earthquake  proof. 

Ecological  Resources 

• Protect  riparian  and  wetlands  areas,  oak  woodlands. 

• Protect/ res  tore  gene  pools  of  native  vegetation  and  endangered  species. 

• Consider  the  cumulative  effects  in  terms  of  large-scale  ecosystem;  maintain  the 


5 


balance. 

• Proceed  slowly  and  carefully  with  the  plans  to  preserve  or  restore  ecological 
resources. 

• Activities/uses  should  respond  to  special  ecological  qualities  of  the  area. 

• Value  as  a wilderness  area. 

Recreation 


• Need  more  recreation  opportunities  in  the  area  that  are  managed  and 
compatible  with  each  other  and  the  natural  resources  of  the  watershed. 

• Open  access  to  reservoirs  for  restricted  fishing  and  non-motorized  boats. 

Public  Access 


• Within  the  limits  of  watershed  protection,  establish  a proactive  public  access 
policy. 

• Protect  first,  then  open  to  other  uses. 

• Clearly  define  the  criteria  and  procedures  for  controlled  access  and  make  the 
process,  including  permitting,  easier  and  more  user  friendly. 

• Compare  access  policies  and  procedures  of  other  watersheds  that  are  open, 
e.g.,  Marin  Municipal  Water  District. 

• Accelerate  access  with  good  management. 

• Expand  low-impact  public  access  to  penetrate  ecologically  sensitive  areas. 

• Consider  a "Friends  of  the  Watershed"  volunteer  service  group  to  facilitate 
recreation,  education  and  restoration  activities. 

• Avoid  any  consideration  of  access  to  the  watersheds. 

• Make  access  fair,  democratic,  equal  and  consistent. 

• If  watershed  is  opened  and  found  not  successful,  how  can  it  be 
closed /restored? 

• Control  access  for  minimal  impact. 

• Balance  the  need  for  access  against  the  need  for  watershed  protection. 

• Balance  conflicting  needs  and  proposals  for  access  on  the  watershed. 

• Increase  access  to  the  watershed  and  insure  that  all  necessary  facilities  are 
available  to  all  segments  of  the  public,  e.g.,  restrooms. 

• Protect  sensitive  areas  and  preserve  and  enhance  the  watershed  for  public 
benefit  by  excluding  public  access  and  other  activities,  such  as  grazing. 

• Provide  access  to  watershed  for  educational  and  scientific  studies. 

• SFWD  must  stop  reclusive  behavior  and  establish  a partnership  with  the 
public. 

• Increase  school  programs  and  community  educational  opportunities  for 
students  of  all  ages. 

• Make  trails  and  picnic  areas  available  to  the  public. 
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PENINSULA  WATERSHED  ISSUES 


Land  Management 

• Deny  access  and  further  developments  in  the  watershed. 

• What  are  the  rights  of  the  private  land  owners  adjacent  to  the  watershed? 

• Preserve  and  protect  cultural  resources  (architecture,  archeology,  cultural 
landscape). 

• How  will  the  re-routing  of  Highway  92  and  any  proposed  mitigation  impact 
the  watershed? 

• There  is  a concern  regarding  horses  grazing  on  the  watershed. 

• Remove  dirt  piles  at  Massachusetts  Avenue  and  Woodside  Drive. 

Water  Quality,  Supply  & Operations 

• How  much  of  the  watershed  has  to  be  protected  to  preserve  water  quality? 

• Increase  wetlands  areas  to  increase  filtration. 

• What  is  the  reliability  of  the  water  system  after  a seismic  event? 

• What  is  the  impact  of  fuel  drops  from  San  Francisco  International  Airport 
activities  on  the  ecology  and  water  quality? 

• Capture  excess  water  instead  of  releasing  it  to  the  ocean. 

Ecological  Resources 

• Protect  the  watershed's  status  as  an  international  biosphere  preserve. 

• Preserve  biological  diversity. 

• Recognize  the  natural  integrity  and  uniqueness  of  the  area  and  manage  to 
retain  it. 

• Protect  and  study  the  "Serpentine  package"  in  the  Edgewood  Triangle  area. 

• Reduce  invasive  exotic  species  by  50  percent  in  five  years. 

• Implement  a system  to  monitor  impacts  of  human  use  on  plant  and  wildlife  as 
well  as  the  San  Andreas  Fault. 

• Increase  forestation  east  of  1-280. 

• Create  habitat  for  mycological  growth  and  research. 

• Avoid  spending  money  to  eliminate  non-invasive  exotic  plants. 


Fish  and  Wildlife 


• Do  not  stock  reservoirs  with  fish. 

• Preserve  as  fish  and  game  refuge. 

Recreation 


Use  voluntary  recreation  and  service  groups  to  help  facilitate  and  manage 
recreation  and  safety  on  the  watershed. 

Establish  permit  system  for  hikers,  similar  to  equestrians,  that  will  allow  them 
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to  enter  on  their  own,  without  advance  notice. 

Continue  equestrian  access  to  the  watershed. 

Reconsider  the  increase  in  equestrian  permit  fees  and  consider  impacts  of  other 
proposed  recreational  activities  on  equestrians  and  trails. 

Do  not  pave  the  horse  trails. 

The  proposed  golf  course  is  needed  in  the  region  and  should  be  designed  by  a 
golf  course  architect.  It  can  serve  as  greenbelt  and  a fire  break. 

Operate  the  Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course,  an  excellent  source  of  revenues. 

The  shooting  range  proposal  supported  by  Senator  Quentin  Kopp  should  be 
designed  to  Olympic  standards  for  use  by  the  public  and  the  law  enforcement 
community. 

A new  regional  rifle  range  is  needed  at  the  existing  quarry  site  proposed  by 
Senator  Quentin  Kopp.  Safety  concerns  regarding  impacts  of  range  activity  on 
natural  resources  and  other  recreation  uses  will  have  to  be  addressed. 

Mountain  bikers  want  access  to  trails. 

Prohibit  mountain  bikes. 

Are  the  existing  golf  courses  consistent  with  SFWD's  current  watershed 
management  goals?  Have  environmental  processes  been  conducted? 

Allow  canoeing  on  the  watershed 

Maintain  access  for  walking  and  bike  riding  only. 

Allow  fishing  from  the  shores  only. 

Rifle  range  and  golf  course  are  inappropriate  uses. 

Support  supervised  fishing. 

No  new  golf  courses. 

Allow  Carriage  Driving  in  the  watershed. 

Emphasize  trail  etiquette  for  bikes.  Consider  trespassing  and  erosion  by  dirt 
bikes. 

Consider  an  access  tunnel  for  foot  and  equestrian  use  under  92  when 
expanded,  to  connect  watershed. 

Consider  new  hiking  and  horse  trail  near  Sawyer  Camp  to  provide  a quiet, 
safe  alternative. 

Allow  hiking  and  other  recreational  uses  on  Cahill  Ridge,  Scarper  Peak  area. 
Old  Stone  Dam  Road,  Fifield  Ridge  and  areas  away  from  reservoir. 

New  trail  needed  between  Edgewood  Rd.  and  Huddart  Park;  to  the  Pulgas 
Reserve  and  to  the  Hwy.  280  vista  points. 

Users  will  stay  on  better  marked  trails. 

Expand  the  trail  system,  particularly  the  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  (on  the  ridges), 
by  utilizing  existing  trails.  Trails  should  be  multi-use,  but  consider 
compatibility  of  different  activities,  including  equestrians,  bicycles,  hikers.  All 
users  must  demonstrate  responsible  use  per  EBMUD  policies. 

Extend  the  trail  system  through  the  watershed,  using  the  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail 
and  the  San  Mateo  County  Trails  Advisory  Committee  Master  Plan  as  models 
for  information  on  locations,  design  standards,  maintenance  and  management. 
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Public  Access 


• Mid-Peninsula  Open  Space  program  offers  sufficient  area  for  outdoor 
enjoyment. 

• Maintain  current  level  of  access  and  utilization  of  Crystal  Springs. 

• Allow  no  access  to  Crystal  Springs. 

• Limit  educational  access  to  avoid  damage  to  the  watershed  (e.g.  problem  with 
Fitzgerald  Marine  Reserve). 

• Low  impact  access  to  specific  areas  of  Watershed  should  be  allowed  and 
monitored  by  GGNRA. 

Maintenance  and  Enforcement 


Use  volunteer  horse  patrols  to  reduce  costs  and  increase  security. 

There  is  a need  for  greater  security  to  protect  public  safety. 

Institute  fees  for  uses  to  cover  maintenance  expenses. 

Prohibit  the  following  activities:  smoking,  littering,  alcohol  use, 
overnight  camping,  etc. 

Who  are  the  agents  of  enforcement  and  how  will  they  enforce? 

Use  tactics  such  as  excessive  fines  (minimum  $200)  and  bicycle 
impoundments  to  discourage  people  from  breaking  the  rules  going  off 
trails. 

Clarification  is  needed  for  Caltrans'  jurisdiction  regarding  San  Andreas 
Trail  and  a parking  plan  at  Skyline  Trail. 

There  are  safety  concerns  regarding  the  age  and  condition  of  the  Crystal 
Springs  Dam. 

There  is  concern  regarding  contamination  from  sewage  plant  near  Glen 
Ellen  Sierra  Camp  and  Glen  Meadows. 

What  are  the  negative  impacts  of  1-280  --  spills,  pollution? 

Prohibit  construction  of  additional  interchanges. 


ALAMEDA  WATERSHED  ISSUES 

Land  Management 

• Review  grazing  leases  and  practices  and  conduct  a cost-benefit  analysis  on  the 
benefits  of  grazing  (vegetation  management,  revenue  generation)  versus  the 
impacts  (e.g.,  water  quality,  slope  stability). 

• Use  National  Bureau  of  Land  Management  program  as  a model  for  grazing 
management. 

• Consider  performance  bonding  and  costs  of  grazing  leases. 

• There  is  a conflict  between  native  and  non-native  wildlife  and  vegetation. 

• Protect  oak  woodlands. 

• Protect  the  watershed  resources  and  water  quality  by  expanding  SFWD's 
sphere  of  influence  to  areas  outside  the  watershed  boundaries  by  establishing 
buffer  zones,  restricting  development  and/or  purchasing  land. 
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• Land  adjustment,  in  terms  of  ownership,  must  be  evaluated. 

• Who  will  manage  land  activities  and  enforce  practices,  and  how? 

• New  subdivisions  are  encroaching  on  watershed  land. 

• Eliminate  quarrying  in  the  watershed. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Management 

• Protect  unique  wildlife  habitats,  e.g.,  the  Tule  Elk  and  Golden  Eagle  habitats 
on  the  San  Antonio  Reservoir. 

• Address  water  supply  for  wildlife  as  well  as  for  humans. 

• Water  releases  are  needed  to  maintain  riparian  zones  and  restore  fisheries. 

• No  motorized  vehicles  should  be  allowed  on  the  watershed  --  the  quality  of 
the  environment  for  wildlife  should  not  be  impaired. 

• Manage  and  control  the  feral  pig  population  and  address  their  impacts  on 
vegetation  and  other  natural  resources. 

Water  Quality,  Supply  and  Operations 

• Evaluate  the  effects  of  pesticides,  fertilizer  and  quarry  operations  on  water 
quality. 

• Control  upstream  uses  that  impact  downstream  uses  and  water  quality. 

• Can  water  quality  goals  be  met  through  increased  treatment,  rather  than  by 
source  protection? 

• Is  it  fair  to  rank  water  quality  for  customers  above  other  uses  for  people 
receiving  other  benefits  from  the  watershed?  Why  do  SFWD  customers  take 
precedence? 

• Acquire  additional  watershed  lands  from  private  landowners  to  increase 
protection  of  water  quality.  Fund  land  acquisitions  through  surcharges  on 
water  bills. 

Recreation 


Allow  hunting  on  a controlled  basis;  look  at  pros  and  cons,  specifically 
potential  danger  to  other  recreational  users. 

Maintain  trails.  Cost  of  improvements  could  be  offset  by  revenues.  Check  out 
EBMUD's  system. 


Other 


Management  and  enforcement  regarding  protection  against  dumping  of 
hazardous  wastes  (convenient  alternatives  are  not  available)  should  be 
considered. 

Establish  a trust  to  fund  watershed  management. 

Demonstrate  sensitivity  for  Native  American  interests. 

Survey  the  historic  values  west  of  1-680,  including  the  water  temple,  Sunol 
town  site,  old  railroad,  the  Alameda  Creek  system  and  the  Sunol  office 
facilities. 
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There  is  concern  about  what  kind  of  activities  would  generate  money. 

Revenue  generation  and  responsible  land  management  may  not  be  compatible. 
Evaluate  Sunol  area  for  nomination  as  a historic  district. 


SUGGESTED  STUDIES 
Peninsula  Watershed 


• Study  the  relationship  between  land  use  and  water  quality. 

• Study  potential  impacts  of  existing  uses,  e.g.,  hiking,  horses,  golf  courses,  rifle 
range,  as  well  as  invasion  of  exotic  species  and  runoff  from  existing  roads. 

• Conduct  a water  quality  impact  analysis  on  the  cumulative  effects  of  grazing, 
fire,  golf  course,  erosion  on  non-paved  surfaces  and  other  uses. 

• Study  environment's  needs  first  to  determine  what  the  existing  resources  will 
allow,  before  responding  to  people's  desires. 

• Recreational  impacts  to  water  quality  and  watershed  resources  should  be 
studied. 

• Impacts  of  domestic  animals  on  watershed  should  be  evaluated. 

• Evaluate  the  "carrying  capacity"  for  each  wildlife  species  and  establish  a 
balance  between  species  and  their  predators. 

• Utilize  past  studies. 

• Study  the  cumulative  effects  of  existing  and  proposed  uses. 

• Consider  transportation  and  parking  needs  for  access  to  watershed. 

• Conduct  a cost-benefit  analysis  of  revenue  generation  versus  water  supply 
costs. 

• What  is  the  carrying  capacity  for  human  activity?  How  much  open  space  is 
needed  for  humans  in  the  area  in  terms  of  oxygen  production? 

• Does  water  quality  on  the  watersheds  meet  EPA  standards? 

• Consider  San  Francisco  State  "Biotic  Measurement"  of  Woodside  Triangle. 

Alameda  Watershed 


Evaluate  the  air  quality  impacts  resulting  from  current  surface  mining 
activities,  such  as  exhaust  from  the  asphalt  plants  and  quarry  dust. 

Try  to  measure  impacts  of  lands  outside  the  Water  Department's  control. 
Evaluate  impacts  of  urban  encroachment,  e.g.,  grading  regulations  and  erosion. 
Study  grazing  impacts  on  water  sources  in  East  Bay. 

Evaluate  impacts  of  the  downstream  water  resources  on  the  watershed  lands, 
e.g.,  potential  flooding. 

A cost-benefits  analysis  should  be  conducted  for  quarry  leases.  There  is 
concern  regarding  planned  expansion  of  quarries. 

The  study  should  look  at  other  watershed  management  plans  and  their  results, 
successes  and  failures. 
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General  Studies 


Compare  practices,  policies  and  impacts  with  open  watersheds, 
specifically.  East  Bay  Municipal  Utilities  District,  East  Bay  Regional  Park 
District  and  Marin  Municipal  Water  District,  as  well  as  closed 
watersheds. 

Commission  an  objective  group  to  survey  other  watersheds,  e.g.  EBMUD  and 
Marin  Municipal  Water  District,  regarding  their  management  practices,  access 
policies  and  impacts. 

Survey  other  watersheds  regarding  recreational  use. 

Conduct  ample  field  research. 

Interface  with  water  supply  studies  related  to  the  SFWD  system. 

Monitor  any  "new"  recreational  use  to  study  how  it  affects  water  quality  and 
water  resources. 

Study  the  level  of  public  awareness  of  the  water  treatment  process,  how  water 
quality  can  be  improved  and  how  land  uses  change  and  increase  water 
treatment  costs  and  processes. 

What  are  the  costs  of  increased  public  use  of  the  land,  in  terms  of 
maintenance,  security  and  water  treatment?  Survey  other  watersheds. 
Maximize  watershed  use  for  recreation  based  on  a recreation  demand  study 
for  all  proposed  uses. 

Ample  funding  should  be  allocated  for  fisheries  studies;  avoid  redundancy  and 
base  studies  on  existing  data. 

What  is  the  quality  of  water  delivered  to  the  City  versus  the  source. 

Define  relative  importance  of  land  uses  and  natural  resources.  Identify 
incompatible  areas  and  compare  them. 


ISSUES  REGARDING  THE  PROCESS 
General 


Explain  the  decision  making  process  and  who  is  involved. 
Send  summary  report  to  all  on  mailing  list  in  three  months. 
How  are  these  studies  being  funded? 


Goals 


Clarify  the  wording  of  the  fourth  goal:  "Encourage  enhancement  and 
management  of  existing  uses." 

Expand  goal  number  two,  adding  cultural  resources  and  aesthetic  and 
recreational  considerations. 
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The  Plan 


• A lasting  plan  is  needed. 

• Future  generations  should  be  able  to  look  back  and  say  the  plans  were  done 
right. 

• Prepare  a document  that  helps  address  future  proposals  with  criteria  that 
addresses  sensitive  ecological  resources. 

• Conduct  the  plans  for  each  watershed  separately;  if  possible,  accelerate  the 
Peninsula  plan  because  studies  have  already  been  conducted  and  the  issues  are 
less  complex. 

• Design  a protocol  for  what  studies  need  to  be  done  on  the  watershed  and 
prioritize  them. 

• Are  there  any  guidelines  prescribed  by  state  and  regional  government 
regulations  which  are  being  incorporated  into  the  plans? 

• Coordinate  with  the  National  Park  Service  before  and  during  preparation  of 
the  Negative  Declaration. 

• Public  Hearing  for  the  Peninsula  Watershed  EIR  should  be  held  by  the 
GGNRA  Advisory  Commission. 

• All  financial  considerations  and  funding  sources  need  to  be  identified  for 
current  and  future  maintenance  issue. 

• Use  the  1976  EDAW  Plan  as  part  of  the  current  planning  process. 

Public  and  Agency  Outreach 

• Need  for  extensive  public  education  effort,  including  displays  and  signs 
providing  explanation  regarding  the  endangered  species  in  sensitive  areas  so 
that  public  will  understand  and  respect  set  limits. 

• Enhance  public  awareness  of  cultural  resources  and  history  of  the  watershed. 

• Enhance  awareness  of  the  watershed  as  a Bay  Area  greenbelt. 

• It  must  be  made  clear  to  the  public  why  they  are  restricted  from  some  areas; 
options  should  be  clarified. 

• Develop  a docent  program  training  and  using  volunteers  from  various  groups 
who  have  a sincere  interest  in  protecting  the  watershed  to  explain  the 
sensitivity  and  importance  of  the  natural  resources  and  the  rules  that  must  be 
followed. 

• Consider  developing  partnerships  with  other  agencies  or  groups  to  help 
implement  and  manage  access,  e.g.,  volunteers  from  recreation  groups,  service 
organizations.  Boy  Scouts,  bike  and  equestrian  patrols,  etc. 

• Involve  the  GGNRA  in  the  management  planning  process,  specifically  with 
regard  to  recreation  access  and  land  use  management  issues. 

• Establish  cooperative  interagency  relationships  with  agencies  involved  in 
management/ wildlife/ trails,  including  California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game,  California  Department  of  Forestry,  San  Mateo  County  Trails  Advisory 
Board,  the  San  Francisco  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  National  Park 
Service,  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

• Maintain  frequent  communication  with  the  public;  keep  them  informed  of  the 
progress  of  the  studies  and  respond  to  public  input. 
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Encourage  continued  interactive  process  with  frequent  communication  and 
information.  Consider  continuing  interaction  after  management  plans  are 
complete. 

Newspapers,  mailing  list  and  direct  phone  calls  should  be  used  to  solicit 
public  participation. 

Increase  public  meetings  during  the  study  phase. 

Try  "town  meeting"  style.  Small  group  discussions  are  too  lengthy  and 
verbose. 

Establish  ongoing  citizen  participation  in  the  planning  process. 

Add  citizens  to  planning  committee,  otherwise  it  is  a closed  process;  consider 
establishing  an  advisory  committee. 

Incorporate  watershed  use  with  community  and  local  area  goals. 

Work  with  counties  on  watershed  protection  goals;  consider  water  restrictions 
and  other  penalties  for  non-conformance. 

What  is  the  legal  status  and  public  accountability  as  it  relates  to  the  decision 
making  process? 

Consider  a charter  process  to  govern  watershed  management  changes. 
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II.  APPENDICES 


APPENDIX  A 


NOTICING  MATERIALS 


Tfe  section  contains  the  materials  used  to  inform  the  public  about  the  workshops 
including  the  display  advertisement  that  was  run  in  the  San  Mateo  Times  and  the 
Tn-Valley  Herald;  the  press  release  that  was  sent  to  the  Bay  City  News  wire  service, 
15 newspapers  and  12  television  and  radio  stations  and;  the  Watershed  Watch 

newsletter. 


aid  on  March  3,  1993. 


■'ild  on  March  3,  1993. 


Appeared  in  San  Mateo  Times  and  Tri-Valley  Herald  on  March  3,  1993. 


Public  Meeting  Notice 

San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

Tbe  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
has  scheduled  three  public  workshops 
on  tbe  San  Francisco  Watershed  Man- 
agement Plans  currently  being  devel- 
oped for  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda 
Watersheds.  The  resource  management 
plans  will  focus  on  balancing  the  pro- 
tection and  conservation  of  water  and 
natural  resources  and  addressing  all 
watershed  land  use  activities.  Each 
workshop  will  include  a presentation  of  the  plan  goals  and  the  key  issues  for 
public  review  and  comment.  Please  plan  to  attend  one  of  these  meetings.  Your 
comments  are  a valuable  addition  to  the  planning  process. 

♦ ♦ ♦ 


Alameda  County 

Monday,  March  8,  1993 
7 to  10  p.m. 

Pleasanton  Middle  School  Gym 
5001  Case  Avenue,  Pleasanton 
(No  public  transit  access) 

San  Mateo  County 

Thursday.  March  1 1. 1993 
7 to  10  pma. 

College  of  San  Mateo 
South  Cafeteria.  Building  5 
1700  W.  Hillsdale  BlvtL  San  Mateo 
(SamTrins  access  (800)  6604287) 

San  Francisco  County 

Tuesday.  March  16.  1993 
7 to  10  p.m. 

Bill  Graham  Civic  Auditorium 
99  Grove  Street,  Room  303 
San  Francisco 

(MUNI  access  (415)  673-6864  and 
BART  access  (510)  465-2278) 


All  meeting  facilities  are  accessible  to 
persons  with  disabilities.  A sign  language 
interpreter,  sound  enhancement  sysmm  and 
readers  are  available  upon  request.  For 
special  services  contact  Lee  Payne,  (415) 
923-2444  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the 
scheduled  meeting.  To  allow  individuals 
with  environmental  illness  or  chemical 
sensitivities  to  attend  the  meetings,  please 
refrain  from  wearing  perfume  or  scented 
products.  Parking  and  accessible  parking 
are  available  at  all  locations. 

For  additional  Information  or  to  submit 
comments  on  the  Watershed  Planning 
effort,  please  write 

Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Deoanroent 
P.  O.  Box  730 
Mill  brae,  CA  94030 


MEDIA  RELEASE 


The  attached  media  release,  "Public  Invited  to  Participate  in  San  Francisco's 
Watershed  Planning  Effort,"  was  mailed  with  a copy  of  the  newsletter  on  Monday, 
March  1,  1993  to  the  media  contacts  listed  below: 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


PENINSULA  T.V./RADIO 


Bay  City  News  Service 
Millbrae  Sun 
Peninsula  Times 
Phillipine  News 
San  Mateo  Times 

Sunolian 

The  Independent  (Livermore) 

Tri-Valley  Herald  (Pleasanton) 

Valley  Times  (Pleasanton) 

SAN  FRANCISCO  COUNTY 


East  Bay  Monitor 

Oakland  Tribune 

The  Herald  (Pleasanton) 

Daily  Review  (Hayward) 

Fremont  Argus 

San  Jose  Mercury  News 


KBHK-TV  Channel  44 

KBLX 

KCBS-AM 

KDIA-AM  (1310) 

KDIA-FM 

KGO-AM 

KGO-TV  Channel  7 
KPIX-TV  Channel  5 
KQED-TV  Channel  9 
KRON-TV  Channel  4 
KSOL 

KTVU-TV  Channel  2 


San  Francisco  Examiner 


City  & County  of  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Water  Supply  Division 
Watershed  Management 


Contact:  Ed  Stewart 


San  Francisco 
Water  Department 
(415)  872-5931 


City  of  San  Francisco 
Water  Department 
P.O.  Box  730 
Millbrae,  CA 


FOR  IMMEDIATE  RELEASE 


PUBLIC  INVITED  TO  PARTICIPATE  IN 
SAN  FRANCISCO'S  WATERSHED  PLANNING  EFFORT 


SAN  FRANCISCO  (March,  1993)  - Water  supplied  by  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  (SFWD)  is  considered  to  be  of  the  highest  quality.  This  is  no  accident.  It 
is  the  result  of  the  protected  nature  of  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  Watersheds  and 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  water  source.  Comprising  a total  of  63,000  acres  in  San  Mateo, 
Alameda  and  Santa  Clara  counties,  these  lands  not  only  store  and  provide  water  for 
2.3  million  homes  and  businesses  in  San  Francisco  and  surrounding  counties,  but  also 
provide  a unique  and  pristine  resource  for  surrounding  communities,  as  well  as  all 
travellers  who  drive  along  their  perimeters. 

Over  the  years,  SFWD  has  received  numerous  proposals  for  new  activities  on 
the  watershed  lands,  from  recreation  to  commercial  development.  Because  existing 
SFWD  policies  and  plans  do  not  address  the  management  of  these  lands  in  a 
comprehensive  manner,  SFWD  is  developing  a management  plan  that  considers  all 
existing  and  proposed  land  uses  and  their  impacts  on  water  quality  and  the 
watershed  lands  themselves. 


- more  - 


P O Ray  770 


Millbrae.  CA  94030 


SF  WATERSHEDS  - PAGE  2 


According  to  John  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department,  "The  management  plans  are  being  developed  to  provide  the  Department 
with  guidelines  for  watershed  land  use  and  management  that  ensure  the  protection 
and  conservation  of  natural  resources,  while  maintaining  a high  quality  of  water." 

The  planning  effort  is  currently  in  its  early  stages.  Goals  for  watershed 
management  have  been  established  and  a series  of  public  and  agency  interviews  have 
been  completed.  The  next  step  in  the  process  is  to  gather  input  from  all  interested 
parties  on  the  goals  and  key  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plan. 

Three  public  workshops  are  planned  for  early  March.  If  you  live  in  San 
Francisco,  San  Mateo,  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara  Counties,  or  you  simply  have  an 
interest  in  either  of  the  watersheds,  you  are  encouraged  to  attend  one  of  these  public 
workshops  which  will  be  held  at  the  following  times  and  locations:  Alameda 
County:  Monday  , March  8;  7-10  p.m.;  Pleasanton  Middle  School  Multi-Purpose 
Room;  5001  Case  Avenue,  Pleasanton  (510)  426-4390.  (No  public  transit  access).  San 
Mateo  County:  Thursday,  March  11;  7-10  p.m.;  College  of  San  Mateo,  South  Cafeteria, 
Building  5;  1700  West  Hillsdale  Blvd.  (415)  574-6444.  (SamTrans  access.)  San 
Francisco  County:  Tuesday,  March  16;  7-10  p.m.;  Bill  Graham  Civic  Auditorium,  99 
Grove  Street,  Rooms  303  and  304,  San  Francisco  (415)  974-4060.  (BART  and  Muni 
access.) 

For  more  information  contact  Ed  Stewart,  San  Francisco  Water  Department, 
1000  El  Camino  Real,  Millbrae,  (415)  872-5931. 


* The  meeting  facilities  are  accessible  to  persons  with  disabilities.  Sign  language  interpreters,  a sound 
enhancement  system  and  readers  are  also  available  upon  request.  Individuals  needing  special  services  should 
contact  Lee  Payne  at  (415)  923-2444  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  scheduled  meeting.  To  allow  individuals  with 
environmental  illness  or  chemical  sensitivities  to  attend  the  meetings,  please  refrain  from  wearing  perfume  or 
other  scented  products. 
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APPENDIX  B 


MEETING  MATERIALS 

This  appendix  includes  samples  of  the  materials  that  were  used  during  the 
workshops.  Included  are  the  agenda  for  each  meeting;  maps  of  the  region,  the 
Alameda  Watershed  and  the  Peninsula  Watershed;  the  Watershed 
Management  goals;  the  comment  sheet  and  the  sign-in  sheet. 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 


PUBLIC  MEETING 
Alameda  County 
Pleasanton  Middle  School 
March  8, 1993 

AGENDA 


Meeting  Purpose  and  Overview 

Bonnie  Nixon 

Public  Affairs  Management 

Welcome  and  Introductions 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager 

Water  Supply  & Treatment  Division 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 

History  of  Water  System  / 
Purpose  of  the  Planning  Process 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

Scope  of  Watershed  Management  Plan 

David  Blau 
ED  AW 

- Watershed  Tour 

- Preliminary  Issues 

- Work  Plan  and  Schedule 

- Watershed  Management  Plan  Goals 

Small  Group  Discussions 

Staff  and  Participants 

Results  of  Discussions 

Group  Representatives 

Next  Steps/Conclusion 

Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
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PUBLIC  MEETING 
San  Mateo  County 
College  of  San  Mateo 
March  11, 1993 

AGENDA 


Meeting  Purpose  and  Overview 

Bonnie  Nixon 

Public  Affairs  Management 

Welcome  and  Introductions 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager 

Water  Supply  & Treatment  Division 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 

History  of  Water  System  / 
Purpose  of  the  Planning  Process 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

Scope  of  Watershed  Management  Plan 

David  Blau 
EDAW 

- Watershed  Tour 

- Preliminary  Issues 

- Work  Plan  and  Schedule 

- Watershed  Management  Plan  Goals 

Small  Group  Discussions 

Staff  and  Participants 

Results  of  Discussions 

Group  Representatives 

Next  Steps/Conclusion 

Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
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PUBLIC  MEETING 
San  Francisco  County 
Bill  Graham  Civic  Auditorium 
March  16, 1993 

AGENDA 


Meeting  Purpose  and  Overview 

Bonnie  Nixon 

Public  Affairs  Management 

Welcome  and  Introductions 

John  Mullane,  General  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

History  of  Water  System  / 
Purpose  of  the  Planning  Process 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

Scope  of  Watershed  Management  Plan 

David  Blau 
EDAW 

- Watershed  Tour 

- Preliminary  Issues 

- Work  Plan  and  Schedule 

- Watershed  Management  Plan  Goals 

Small  Group  Discussions 

Staff  and  Participants 

Results  of  Discussions 

Group  Representatives 

Next  Steps/Conclusion 

Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLANS 

PENINSULA  WATERSHED 


Watershed 
Management 
Goals  Established 


s part  of  the  Watershed  Management  Plan 
process,  the  Watershed  Planning  Commit- 
tee has  detined  one  primary  goal  and  six  second- 
ary goals  for  watershed  management.  Goals  pro- 
vide direction  for  plan  development,  guidelines 
for  decision  making  and  a basis  for  the  evaluation 
of  plan  implementation.  The  project  goals  listed 
below  will  be  addressed  as  part  of  the  public 
meetings  in  early  March.  As  the  project  proceeds, 
objectives  and  policies  will  be  developed  for  each 
goal. 


Primary  Goal 


• Maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect 
public  health  and  safety. 

Secondary  Goals 

• Maximize  the  contribution  of  the  watersheds 
to  water  supply. 

• Preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  resources 
of  the  watersheds. 


• Protect  the  watersheds,  adjacent  urban  areas 
and  the  public  from  fire  and  other  hazards. 

• Continue  existing  compatible  uses  and  pro- 
vide opportunities  for  potential  compatible 
useson  watershed  landsincluding  educational, 
recreational  and  scientific  uses. 


• Provide  a balance  between  financial  resources, 
revenue  generation  activities  and  overall  ben- 
efits. 


Enhance  public  awareness  of  water  quality, 
water  supply,  conservation  and  watershed 
protection  issues. 


■ 
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COMMENT  SHEET 
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if  vou  received  a newsletter,  you  are  already  on  the  mailing  list. 


APPENDIX  C 


PHOTOGRAPHS  TAKEN  AT  WORKSHOPS 

This  appendix  includes  a sample  of  the  photographs  taken  at  the  workshops. 


ALAMEDA  WORKSHOP 


SAN  MATEO  WORKSHOP 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WORKSHOP 


APPENDIX  D 


TRANSCRIPTS 

This  appendix  contains  the  transcripts  of  the  comments  recorded  on  flip  charts 
during  the  small  group  discussion  sessions  at  each  of  the  public  workshops. 


SF  Watershed  Management  Plans 
Public  and  Agency  Workshops 
Alameda  Workshop,  March  8,  1993 

SMALL-GROUP  DISCUSSIONS 


#1  ISSUES 

• Grazing  practices 

• Vegetation /fire  management 

• Feral  pig  management 

• Access  for  disabled  - gen. 

• Waste  management 

• Water  operations 

Riparian  zones 
Fisheries 

• Law  enforcement 

• Criteria  for  public  access/use 

• Pesticides/fertilizer/quarry  effects  on  water  quality 

• Historic  values  West  of  1-680 

Water  Temple 
Sunol  townsite 
Old  railroad 
Alameda  Creek  system 
Office  facilities 

• Acquisition  of  additional  watershed  lands  from  private  landowners 

• Coordination  with  Pleasanton  Property  Project 

• Multiple-user  trails 

• Preserve  and  enhance  for  public  benefits 

• Partnerships 

• Impacts  from  human  use  of  trails  --  follow  the  rules! 

• Recreational  uses  are  limited 

• Educational  programs 

• Volunteers  to  staff  programs  for  trail  uses  (service  organizations.  Boy  Scouts,  bike 
patrol,  equestrian  patrol,  with  EBRP) 

• Is  it  fair  to  rank  water  quality  for  customers  above  other  uses  for  people  receiving 
other  benefits  from  the  watershed?  Why  do  SFWD  customers  take  precedence? 

• Why  doesn't  SFWD  purchase  more  watershed  land  in  order  to  increase  protection 
of  water  quality?  Why  not  have  a surcharge  on  water  bills  to  fund  such  land 
acquisition? 

• Cattle  management  (impact  on  erosion,  controls,  monitoring,  water  quality 
impact,  relationship  between  cattle  grazing  and  fire  protection) 

• Repair  of  trails 
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#1  ISSUES  (continued) 


• Erosion  control 

• Control  of  upstream  uses  that  impact  downstream  uses 

• Wildlife  management/carrying  capacity  for  each  species,  need  for  balance 
between  species  and  their  predators 

• Controlled  hunting 

Why  not  allow  hunting  on  a controlled  basis? 

Danger  to  recreational  users? 

Look  at  pros  and  cons 

• Conflict  between  native  and  non-native  wildlife  and  vegetation 

• Do  research  on  what  is  being  done  in  other  states  and  cities  (e.g.,  Sacramento) 

• Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail 

• Wildland-urban  interface  --  fire 

• Watershed  access  --  fire  hazards 

• What  brought  this  about? 

• Water  quality  concerns 

• Water  quantity  --  cost  assurance 

• Grazing  leases  - access  to  watershed 

• Trail  access  --  recreation 

• Water  quality/supply  protection /improvement 

• More  media  outreach  suggested 

• Recreation:  trail  access 

Utilize  existing  trails 
Connectivity 
Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail 
"Spoke"  trails 
Equestrian  access 
No  bicycles 
Sailboats  on  lakes 

• Who's  going  to  manage  recreation? 

• Fire  concerns  with  more  access 

• Where  can  trails  be  located? 

• What  kind  of  improvements  are  needed  for  increased  access  (i.e.,  sanitary 
facilities)? 

• Education  of  the  public  --  trail  uses  natural  resources  (water) 

• Will  colleges/universities  be  utilized  to  study  the  watershed? 

• The  study  should  look  at  other  watershed  management  plans  --  results,  successes, 
failures,  etc. 

• Watershed  should  present  unique  wildlife  habitats,  especially  San  Antonio  Res., 
elk  habitat 

• New  sub-divisions 

• Quarries  - expansion 

• Will  additional  land  be  acquired  for  watershed  protection  (i.e.,  W.Q.)? 
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#2  GOALS 


• Balance  between  grazing/wildlife  benefits /water  quality/slope  stability 

"A  double-edged  sword" 

• "Restore"  ecological  resources 

• Concern  about  what  kind  of  activities  would  generate  money 

• Cost  of  improvements  (trails)  would  be  offset  by  revenues  --  check  out  EBMUD 
system 

• Grazing  concerns  --  pollution;  fire  management  --  benefit-cost  analysis 

• Increase  surface  mining  activities  on  North  side  of  1-680 

• Why  were  golf  courses  allowed  (with  nitrates)  on  watershed?  Is  this  inconsistent 
with  water  quality  goals?  When  put  in?  Were  environmental  processes  followed? 

• Can  water  quality  goals  be  met  through  increased  treatment,  rather  than  by 
source  protection? 

• Why  don't  we  donate  high-quality  water  to  the  Delta,  rather  than  protect  the 
water  quality  of  our  customers?  We  are  degrading  the  water  quality  of  others  -- 
SF  has  a "sweetheart"  deal;  our  current  policy  is  to  protect  our  customers  only 

• Wildlife  management  --  "Enhance  ecological  resources  and  wildlife  habitat" 

• Address  water  supply  for  wildlife  as  well  as  for  humans 

• Maximize  educational,  scientific,  recreational  uses 

• Sensitivity  to  Native  Americans 

• Protection  against  dumping  of  hazardous  wastes  --  the  fact  that  affordable, 
convenient  alternatives  are  not  available  results  in  dumping 

• Does  maintaining  water  quality  mean  sustaining  the  status  quo  (i.e.,  recreation)? 

• Need  a lasting  plan 

• Assure  the  water  supply 

• Costs  of  degradation  — treatment 

• Who  bears  the  additional  costs? 

• Grazing  lease 

Performance  bonding 
Costs  of  grazing  leases 
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#3 


ADDITIONAL  AREAS  OF  STUDY 


Air  quality 

Asphalt  plant 
Quarry  dust 
Recycling  plant 
Land-adjustment  (ownership) 

Try  to  measure  impacts  of  lands  outside  Water  Department  control 
Need  for  additional  treatment  due  to  outside  influences 

Option  of  mitigating  negative  aspects  of  public  access  through  increased  water 
treatment 

Should  quarries  which  have  had  environmentally  unsafe  practices  be  allowed  to 
extend  their  operations  (Mission  Valley  Rock  Quarry)?  Cost/benefits  of  quarry 
use 

Impacts  of  native  and  non-native  vegetation  on  water  supply  and  quality  -- 
restoration? 

Impact  of  toll  road  on  Highway  84  (mid-state  tollway) 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL 


• Keep  the  public  out! 

• Protect  riparian/wetland  areas 

• Protect  oak  woodlands 

• Limit  access  to  educational  programs  (Peninsula) 

• Maintain/increase  access 

• Protect  sensitive  areas  by  excluding  public  access,  grazing,.... 

• Encourage  continued  interactive  process 

• Protection  first,  and  open  to  other  uses 

• More  frequent  information 

• More  information  in  news  media 

It's  and  educational  process 

Make  the  public  understand  in  the  newspaper 

More  focused  media  relations  (i.e.,  agriculture  --  local  angle) 

• Use  National  Bureau  of  Land  Management  program  as  model  for  grazing 
management  --  water  quality  is  #1 

• Post  in  library 

• No  motorized  vehicles  --  quality  of  environment  for  wildlife  should  not  be 
impaired 

• Expand  trails 

• Multiple-use  management  plan  that  balances  wants  and  needs  of  1)  customers 
and  2)  neighbors 

• Further  extension  of  protection  of  the  watershed  to  protect  water  quality  through 
purchase  of  land,  buffer  zones,  restrictions  on  development 

• Expand  access  for  hikers  and  bicyclists  and  equestrians  for  responsible  use  (per 
EBMUD  policies) 

• Maintain  and  manage  wildlife  habitat  values  on  watershed 
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#5 


OTHER  COMMENTS 


Continue  interactive  process  with  public  beyond  management  plans 
Public  awareness  about  watershed  values 
Publicized  public  followed  by  discussion  group 
How  did  you  hear  about  this  meeting? 

San  lose  Mercury  News 
Valiev  Times  (Pleasanton) 
mailing  list 
word  of  mouth 
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SF  Watershed  Management  Plans 
Public  and  Agency  Workshops 
San  Mateo  Workshop,  March  11,  1993 

SMALL  GROUP  DISCUSSIONS 

#1  ISSUES 

• Hiking,  exploring 

• Natural  resource  protection /preservation 

• Effects  of  other  recreational  uses  on  equestrians 

• Impacts  of  open  access  on  the  watershed  and  water  supply 

• Equestrian  fee  --  concern 

• Concern  about  habitat  degradation  by  recreational  use  (i.e.,  bikers,  hikers,  etc.) 

• Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  extension  throughout  the  watershed 

• Minimum  trails 

• Status  quo,  endangered  species 

• Greater  access  for  low-impact  recreation 

• Leave  watershed  the  way  it  is  --  concerns  about  fire  hazards,  water  quality 

• Wants  trail  system  completed;  preserve  intact  native  habitats 

• Creek  restoration,  water  releases 

• Interested  in  completing  the  trail  system,  control  use,  charge  entrance  fees 

• What's  wrong  with  the  present  management  plan? 

• Plan  implementation  must  be  done  --  most  important  step 

• Relationship  of  water  quality  and  land  use  --  why  do  other  watersheds  allow 
greater  use? 

• Do  other  watersheds  experience  any  negative  impacts  from  access? 

• And  how  is  that  measured? 

• Population  expansion,  pressure  on  water  supply  and  quality 

• If  the  watershed  is  opened  and  it  is  not  successful,  how  can-it  be  closed /restored? 

• Extension  of  the  Ridge  Trail  system  into  the  watershed  to  fill  in  the  gap 

• Impacts  of  public  use:  balancing  access  against  the  need  for  watershed  protection 

• Need  to  be  sensitive  to  ecological  constraints 

• Access  to  the  Ridge  Trail  system 

• Desire  for  additional  recreational  use 

• Concern  about  whether  public  input  will  be  of  use 

• Need  for  full  participation  of  GGNRA  on  advisory  committee 

• Would  prefer  for  water  quality  to  be  protected  --  appreciate  SFWD's  conservatism 

• Want  balance:  trails,  but  with  environmental  protection 

• Want  study  of  relationship  of  adjacent  open  space  and  park  lands  to  watershed 
lands 

• Arrogant  attitude  of  City  regarding  property  it  owns 

• Difficult  and  expensive  to  maintain  water  quality  with  increased  public  access; 
prefer  to  keep  watersheds  protected 

• Sweeney  Ridge  to  Cahill  Ridge  support  opening  for  trail  against  intrusive 
recreational  facilities 

• Want  Senator  Kopp's  proposal  for  rifle  range  to  be  included  in  plan 

• Hiking  for  children 

• Wants  mountain  biking 

• ROMP  (mountain  bikes)  wants  access  to  Sweeney  Ridge 
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#1  ISSUES  (continued) 


• Wants  identification  of  contaminant  sources,  possible  long-term  effects 

• Dead  set  against  changes 

• Against  golf  course 

• Against  firearms,  shooting 

• Concerned  about  water  quality  and  quantity,  expense  of  additional  treatment,  cost 
of  cleaning  up  after  people 

• Land  cannot  be  replaced 

• New  water  users  should  pay  more  than  old  users 

• Anti-development 

• Extensive  docent  program 

• Limit  domestic  animals  on  the  watershed 

• Need  for  public  education,  displays,  signs  in  sensitive  areas  so  that  public  will 
respect  limits  — the  current  "KEEP  OUT'  signs  are  offensive 

• Need  higher  fines,  and  posted  - minimum  $200 

• Can  impound  bikes  if  people  go  off  the  trails 

• Try  to  recognize  all  recreational  user  groups,  including  mountain  bikers 

• How  do  fences  affect  wildlife? 

• Leave  as  is 

• Listen  to  everyone,  tell  them  what  you've  found,  keep  them  informed  — previous 
planning  process  did  not  resolve  issues 

• Plan  for  the  long  term 

• Don't  open  it  up 

• People  should  have  as  much  access  as  the  Indians  had 

• Should  have  access  with  minimal  impact 

• Reservoirs  have  modified  the  environment  from  natural  state 

• If  Highway  92  is  widened,  animal  corridors  should  be  provided 

• Neighbors  want  it  left  as  it  is 

• Opposed  to  golf  course  --  would  like  more  trails  open 

• Wants  rifle  range  --  other  ranges  in  area  are  closing,  need  something  closer  to 
home 

• Open  for  more  hiking/running  trails  — compatible  with  bikes,  etc. 

• Do  not  want  rifle  range 

• Equestrians,  grateful  for  that,  concerned  about  wildlife  and  native  plants 

• Wildlife  being  encroached  upon 

• Closure  of  Canada  Road  all  the  time  for  recreational  use  — since  280  is  there 

• Age  of  Crystal  Springs  Dam  — concern  for  safety  below  dam,  reinforcement 

• Recreation  --  demand  for  more,  less  resistance  from  SFWD 

• Some  people  have  access,  exclusive  use 

• Fire  hazard  — could  be  taken  care  of,  a soluble  issue 

• Smoking  on  Sawyer  Camp  Trail  — prohibit  in  all  areas 

• Bikes  encroaching  on  equestrian  and  hiking  trails 

• Trail  etiquette 

• User  fee,  or  annual  fee 

• How  much  of  the  watershed  needs  to  be  protected  for  water  quality? 

• GGNRA  — decision-making  powers? 

• Biosphere  --  core  area,  marine  - SF  watershed  lands  are  the  key  to  the  Biosphere  - 
- nothing  else  like  this  in  the  world 
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#1  ISSUES  (continued) 


• Hetch  Hetchy  is  in  Yosemi'te,  and  it's  open  to  the  people  --  therefore,  you  could 
open  up  this  watershed  for  people  to  enjoy 

• Is  this  common  role  for  public  input  --  type  of  public  representation  in  project,  in 
decision-making  process/ Board? 

• State/govemment  regulations  upon  watershed  --  guidelines  for  development, 
legal  basis  to  determine  guidelines  --  who  decides? 

• Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail 

Multi-use  --  hiking,  bicycles,  equestrians  --  balance  for  health,  safety 
Exclusions  --  motorized  vehicles  - ban  motor  use  --  fishing  permit  revenue 

• Use  of  existing  fire  trails  with  connectors 

• More  date  re  water  quality 

Grazing 

Regional  input  into  process  for  regional  needs  and  issues 

East  Bay  and  West  Bay  have  separate  populations  and  environmental 

needs 

• Current  studies  — need  for  studies  to  determine  uses  and  variety  of  uses 

• Balance  of  many  sides  of  issues  --  protection  of  resources 

• Public  input  without  emotions 

• Why  the  sudden  issue  regarding  multi-use  (Edgewood  Park/Golf  Course)? 

• Support  for  fishing  --  no  gas  engines,  electric,  rowboats;  no  live  bait,  only  lures; 
water  quality  protection  --  $2  permit  fee 

• Public  education  re  water  quality 

• Ongoing  mycological  users  — encourage  new  habitat  for  mycological  growth, 
research,  and  concerns 

• Use/maintenance/litter? 

• Comparison  to  other  watersheds 

• Continue  existing  trail  uses /organizations  (SMC  Trails,  MPROSD,  ROMP)  -- 
Bicycle  Trail  Council  of  the  East  Bay  as  consultants  for  trail  building  and 
maintenance 

• Time  of  study  --  speed  up  the  process 

• Public  golf  course  plans 

• Voluntary  service  groups  to  facilitate  recreation /education  (guided/controlled 

access)  --  "Friends  of  the  SF  Watershed" 

• Downstream  fishery  resources  — restore  and  maintain  Pilarcitos  Creek,  Alameda 
Creek,  San  Mateo  Creek 

• Recognition  of  earlier  surveys/study  EIRS  for  different  topics 

• Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  management  by  City  of  SF 

• Current  uses/access  — change  vs.  continuing  policies 

Any  changes  planned? 

Expand  controlled  access  now! 

• Broadening  representation  to  integrate  National  Park  Service  (GGNRA) 

• Separate  Peninsula  vs.  Alameda  management  plans 

• How  much  of  the  watershed  needs  to  be  protected  for  water  quality? 

• Sound  corridor  proposal  --  concerning  rifle  ranges  at  Skyline  Quarry 

• Involve  SF  Board  of  Supervisors  and  voters  to  support  changes  by  charter 
amendment 

• Agents  of  enforcement  --  who/how? 

• Institute  fees  for  uses  to  cover  maintenance  and  expenses 
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#1  ISSUES  (continued) 


• Eco-resource  to  include  wildlife  resource 

• "Watershed"  management  should  include  entire  (i.e.,adjacent)  downstream 
watershed  resources 

• Preservation  to  include  "pristine"  (scenic)  aspect  of  landscape 

• Establish  ongoing  citizen  advisory/input 

• Protect  gene  pool  of  local  native  vegetation 

• "Restore"  rather  than  "enhance"  eco  resources  (eradicate  exotics) 

• Cumulative  impact  of  all  "compatible"  uses  as  a whole 

• Impacts  of  existing  golf  course  on  water  quality  and  supply 

• What  monitoring  system  on  plant  and  wildlife  to  monitor  changes  from  human 
impact? 

• Why  change  now? 

• Maintain  current  use  --  no  increases  in  activity 

• How  were  goals  derived?  Would  like  public  input 

• In  what  way  is  GGNRA  lead  requirements?  They  must  be  a major  participant 

• What  is  carrying  capacity  for  human  activity? 

• Identify  the  natural  habitat  requirements 

• Consider  SM  County  TAC  Master  Plan  for  Multi-Use  Trails 

• Identify  acceptable  land  uses  - what  are  impacts  of  uses? 

• Access  to  lakes  for  canoes  and  kayaks 

• UN  Biosphere  Ecological  Preserve  status 

• What  revenue  enhancement  to  entire  region  of  watershed? 

• What  are  costs  - accounting  process? 

• Seismic  monitoring  --  San  Andreas  Fault  --  correlation  with  mechanical  noise 

• How  much  open  space  is  needed  for  humans  in  area  (oxygen  production)? 

• Monitoring  of  Sawyer  Camp  Trail  impacts 

• Water  quality  impacts  analysis  --  cumulative 

• Private  homes  adjacent  to  and  within  watershed  --  what  are  their  rights? 

• How  does  this  coordinate  with  BART  and  Wide  trails?  Need  trail  standards,  but 

don't  re-invent  the  wheel 

• Use  policy  should  not  be  elitist  --  horses 

• The  Water  Temple  is  inaccessible  --  parking  great  distance,  locked  gate 

• Compare  notes  with  other  water  districts  that  have  public  use 

• What  is  current  water  quality  in  the  three  reservoirs? 

• If  Hetch  Hetchy  water  is  purer  with  greater  public  access,  how  come? 

• Trail  safety  --  mountain  bikes 

• Concerns  over  golf  courses  and  water  quality 

• Keep  Sawyer  Trail  area  pristine 

• Concerns  over  good  wildlife  management  practices 

• Do  we  need  greater  storage  capabilities? 

• Better  security  and  public  safety 

• Litter  control 

• Use,  times,  restroom  facilities,  drinking  water 

• Concerns  over  fire  management  practices 
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#2  GOALS 


• Stress  more  public  education  about  natural  resources  and  why  they  need 
protection 

• Use  other  watersheds  as  "models'’  to  study  effects  of  access  to  the  watershed 

• Utilize  past  studies  already  completed  (i.e.,  EDAW  Plan  of  1973,  etc.) 

• Integrate  watershed  plans  with  other  agencies'  plans 

• Let  scientists /researchers  utilize  the  watershed 

• Most  goals  can  be  met  by  not  opening  up  the  watershed 

• Minimizing  public  access  will  minimize  costs 

• SFWD  could  collect  fees  from  recreational  users 

• The  public  needs  access  to  trails  for  mental  health  to  relieve  stress 

• This  could  be  done  with  minimal  cost  ~ one  corridor  day  use  only 

• Contamination  from  sewage  plant  (per  Clyde  Wahraftig),  Glen  Ellen  Sierra  Camp, 
Glen  Meadows 

Hetch  Hetchy  watershed  is  adequately  protected  — hikers'  contamination 
would  be  minimal  by  comparison 

• Dense  brush  would  keep  people  on  the  trails 

• Fire  protection 

• Dam  was  pleasant  for  picnics  --  now  no  alcohol  allowed  due  to  past  abuse 

• Fire  would  hurt  water 

• Marin  allows  extensive  public  use  of  watershed 

• By  suppressing  all  fires,  we  create  a long-term  danger  --  should  have  controlled 
burning  to  restore  natural  process 

• Danger  of  flooding  due  to  downstream  communities  --  a hazard  to  be  addressed 

• No  smoking  should  be  allowed  - fire  hazard 

• Is  there  a problem  with  water  quality  now? 

• Equestrians  after  paying  can't  ride  along  the  lake? 

• Potential  uses  and  compatible  uses  should  be  separate  goals 

• Preserve  and  protect  cultural  resources  (architecture,  archeology,  cultural 
landscape) 

• Enhance  native  vegetation  --  reforestation 

• Interagency  compatibility,  working  together  towards  achieving  goals  (State  Fish 
& Game,  GGNRA,  etc.) 

• SFWD  should  have  sole  voice  about  what  happens  on  the  watershed 

• Up  to  SFWD  to  open  trails? 

• Balance  between  leases  and  public  use 

• Greed  of  people  - bit  by  bit,  it's  no  longer  a watershed 

• Fees  for  equestrians  --  where  do  they  stop?  ($10  last  year,  SI  00  this  year) 

• Recreation  fees  might  be  more  profitable  than  leases 

• Change  the  term  "resources"  to  "ecosystem" 

• Who  would  operate  non-water  facilities? 

• Prohibit  additional  road  access  from  urban  areas 

• Revenue  generation  by  adding  golf  courses 

• Reports  of  treatment  changes  due  to  increased  use 

• Importance  of  water  quality  goal  over  all  other  goals 

• Decrease  of  land  use  due  to  weather  conditions  (e.g.,  drought) 

• Reports  on  increased  costs  and  treatment  related  to  intensifying  public  use 

• Increase  wetlands  areas  to  increase  filtration 

• Increased  use  requiring  increase  of  habitat  areas 
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#2 


GOALS  (continued) 


• Use  of  education  as  a resource  to  preserve  existing  wildlife 

• Volunteerism  in  specialty  areas  of  concern /protection  of  environment 

• Training  of  potential  users  prior  to  actual  activity/use  --  each  user  understanding 
other  users 

• School  groups  use  as  a laboratory  for  research 

• Fire 

No  overnight  use 
Education  for  status  quo 
No  smoking  zones 
Limited  status  quo 
To  expand  use  responsibly 

• Incompatibility  (e.g.,  horses,  bikes)  --  separate  trails 

• Single-track  trails  --  single  use 

• Double-track  trails 

• Dogs 

• Rules  for  multi-use  trails 

• Trail  management  to  reflect  demographic  needs  of  user  groups 

• Special  site-specific  areas 

• Balance  of  sites  for  user  groups 

• No  dogs,  to  protect  wildlife 

• Access  for  disabled  users 

• Make  access  fair,  democratic  and  equal 

• State  Water  Department  intends  to  honor  agreement  with  GGNRA 

• Include  goal  for  hiking  access 

• Satisfy  largest  number  of  people 

• Maintenance  as  an  ecological  preserve 

• Protect  water  quality,  game  reserve 

• Bring  management  into  conformity  with  Rakea  Act 

• Better  management  of  the  watershed 

• Proceed  slowly  while  monitoring  and  protecting  the  environment 

• Identify  compatible  uses  --  be  specific 

• This  management  plan  should  dovetail  with  a Hetch  Hetchy  plan 

• Historical  resource  awareness 

• Disallow  incompatible  uses 

• Would  increased  access  lead  to  feral  parking? 

• Do  not  allow  profit-making  concessions,  golf  course,  restaurants 

• Maybe  a golf  course  is  appropriate 

• Protect  endangered  species  and  ecological  balance 

• Is  aquatic  recreation  appropriate? 

• Hiking  --  we  need  it 

• Firing  range  --  none  other  in  area,  should  have  one 

• Why  is  equestrian  permit  $100  now? 

• Depoliticize  planning  effort 

• How  will  watershed  use  differ  from  a park? 
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#3  ADDITIONAL  STUDIES 


• Study  different  levels  of  use  vs.  impact 

• Evaluate  golf  course  pollution  (chemicals,  etc.) 

• Study  water  releases  for  fish  migration 

• Preserve  tranquility/quiet 

• Study  policies  for  access 

• Study  need  for  more  facilities 

• Study  the  number  of  people  who  might  use  the  watershed  if  it  were  opened 

• Study  environment's  needs  first  before  getting  people's  desires  --  see  what 

resources  will  allow 

Fencing  for  trails  can  interrupt  wildlife  trails 

Ecosystem-wide  protection  (geology,  wildlife,  hydrology)  — Biosphere 
Reserve 

• Reconcile  compatibility  of  vista  points  with  the  watershed  — people  drive  in  and 
park 

• Look  at  what's  adjacent  to  our  space  in  terms  of  other  open-space  public  lands  - 
- should  be  evaluated  as  a continuous  piece  of  land  in  terms  of  use  (brought  up 
in  context  of  Pulgas  Ridge) 

• Pressure  to  extend  Crestview  Drive  into  watershed  — SFWD  should  continue  to 
resist 

• Look  at  increased  costs  that  have  resulted  from  increased  public  use  of  land  — 
look  at  EBMUD,  Marin  Municipal,  East  Bay  Regional  Park 

• Unmet  demand  for  recreational  use  --  parking  a problem  now 

• Noise  study  --  rifle  range 

• Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  --  herbicide,  etc.,  study  water  quality 

• Use  of  baffles  or  whatever  for  noise  abatement  --  rifle  range 

• Minimize  fire  hazards  — "Use  fire  to  prevent  fire" 

• Effects  of  fire  guards  on  water  quality 

• Fire  affects  water  quality 

• Additional  trails  --  adequacy  of  existing  trails  and  population 

• Safety  of  rifle  range  and  trail  proximity 

• Cultural  resource  evaluation 

• Wildlife 

• Runoff  from  existing  and  planned  roads 

• Contributions  of  various  sub  basins  to  water  quality 

• Excellent  job  so  far 

• Survey  known  habitats  of  sensitive  species  or  potential  habitats 

• Existing  land  use  activities  in  general 

• Effects  of  invasive  exotic  species 

• Benefits  of  greenbelt  on  golf  courses 

• Benefit/ cost  studies  of  revenue  generation  vs.  water-supply  costs 

• EPA  water  quality  standards 

• Comparison  of  "open"  vs.  "closed"  watersheds 

• Effectiveness  of  volunteer  horse  patrols  (reduced  $,  security,  etc.) 

• Added  cost  to  accommodate  additional  uses  — maintenance,  security,  treatment 

• Revenue  production/public  free  access  or  cost  permit 

• Impact  of  current  practice  methods  re  water  quality  costs,  etc. 
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#3  ADDITIONAL  STUDIES  (continued) 


• Introduction  of  non-native  water-producing  plant  life  (e.g.,  non-native  forest)  and 
native  — introduction  of  new  native  plants  and  reintroduce  lost  species 
(redwoods) 

• Run-off  from  Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  --  seasonal  variability  as  a result  of 
management  techniques 

• Water  quality  (downstream  and  ground)  impacts  from  quarries  and  nurseries  at 
Sunol 

• Cattle  - Grazing  impacts  on  East  Bay  water  quality  and  riparian  habitat 

• Regional  study  of  watershed  in  relation  to  surroundings 

• Impact  of  fuel  drops  from  SF  Airport  activities  --  ecology  and  water  quality 

• Possibilities  to  accommodate  other  user  groups 

• Clarification  of  CALTRANS'  jurisdiction  --  regarding  San  Andreas  Trail,  parking 
plan  at  Skyline  Trail 

• Study  existing  impacts  from  golf  course 

• Fire  management 

• Costs  to  surrounding  cities  due  to  increased  use 

• Establish  office  to  keep  track  of  all  studies  and  data,  monitor  changing  conditions, 
compile  study  information 

• Sedimentation  impacts  from  non-paved  surfaces 

• Parking  problem  at  access  points 

• What  are  negative  impacts  of  1-280  — spills,  pollution 

• Need  complete  database  on  plants,  animals,  agriculture,  livestock 

• Why  are  there  horses,  grazing  in  the  watershed? 

• What  are  reduced  impacts  on  environment  by  local  use,  vs.  driving  to  more 
distant  areas? 

• Shuttle  bus  use  (SAMTRANS)  to  access  points 

• Establish  laboratory  of  watershed  for  scientific  purposes 

• Increase  interagency  cooperation  with  other  land-management/ wildlife/trails 
agencies 

• More  trails  in  recreation  easement  area 

• Coordinate  trail  plan  with  San  Mateo  County 

• Don't  duplicate  efforts  of  other  agencies 

• SF  State  "Biotic  Measurement"  of  Woodside  Quadrangle  — underway  one  month, 
check  it  out,  with  San  Mateo  Parks 

• Increase  community  educational  opportunities  for  students  of  all  ages 

• How  does  GGNRA  view  the  use  in  this  area?  How  will  this  impact  proposed 
uses? 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL 


• Preservation  of  the  watershed 

• Limited  and  controlled  compatible  access  and  enforcement  to  prevent  mis-use 

• Continued  restricted  access  and  enforcement 

• Complete  the  Ridge  Trail 

• Develop  a framework  for  decision-making 

• More  reasonable  fee  structure 

• Preserve  with  increased  access 

• Minimum  water  release  policy 

• Use  San  Mateo  County  Trail  Plan  as  a trail  development  model 

• Balancing  need  for  recreation  and  preventing  impact  to  wildlife  and  other 
resources 

• Low-impact  recreation  activities  - not  golf  courses,  rifle  range 

• Recreation  opportunities  on  perimeters  of  watershed  only  that  are  affordable 

• Open  as  much  as  possible  to  pedestrian  activity,  and  don't  compromise  ecological 
resources 

• Joint  management  of  watershed  for  recreation,  wildlife,  and  water  quality 

• Leave  it  alone,  exactly  as  is! 

• Implement  rifle  range,  open  hiking  trails 

• Preserve  natural  resource  values  --  public  awareness  of  what  a unique  place  the 
watershed  is  --  protect  and  preserve 

• Prohibit  construction  of  additional  interchanges 

• Maintain  biological  integrity  of  4,000-acre  recreational  easement 

• Location  of  BART  on  watershed  — close  the  gap 

• Separate  plans  of  watersheds 

• Qualifications  of  TAC/WPC 

• Maintain  high  water  quality  — THM  levels 

• Leave  it  alone 

• Effects  of  equestrian  trail,  maintenance  of  existing  trail 

• Seek  golf  architecture  expert 

• Equitable  access  for  users  — equestrians,  hikers,  etc. 

• Clarify  existing  uses 

• Have  existing  golf  courses  been  tested? 

• Equitable/consistent  access  for  users 

• Prevent  freeway  interchange 

• World-class  golf  course 

• Maintain  (existing)  past  equestrian  policy 

• Maintain  quality  above  all  else 

• Maintain  status  quo 

• Trail  use,  if  compatible  with  ecological  system 

• Maintain  water  quality,  even  for  Alameda  Creek  uses 

• Maintain  both  watersheds  as  closed  systems 

• Balance  water  quality /sensitive  habitat  with  limited  public  access,  such  as  BART 

• New  golf  course  - either  Edgewood  Park  or  on  southern  watershed 

• Preservation  of  integrity  of  watershed  open  space  at  all  costs 

• Expansion  of  access  (citizen  use) 

• Preservation  for  fish  and  wildlife  corridors  and  vegetation  communities 

• Citizen  participation  in  ongoing  management 

• Expanded  controlled  general  public  access 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL  (continued) 


• Vote  taken  for  personal  goals: 

Preserve  status  quo  — 3 votes 
Ensure  protection  of  primary  goals  — 4 votes 
Access  to  multi-use  trails  --  3 votes 
Fishing  (clean)  --  2 votes 

Preserve  pristine  nature  with  added  use  --  1 vote 
If  not  possible,  prevent  added  use  --  1 vote 
Access  for  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  — 1 vote 
Enlarge  forest  and  endangered  species  --  1 vote 

• More  running  trails 

• Fishing  access  to  reservoirs 

• Maintaining  integrity  of  watershed  biosphere 

• Restore /preserve  natural  qualities  for  future 

• Expanded  trails  network 

• Restoration  of  anadromous  fisheries 

• Education  programs  through  passive  recreation 

• Docent  programs 

• Access  but  no  development 

• Accomplish  primary  goal  of  increasing  the  water  supply 

• Users  contribute  to  maintenance  and  costs 

• Preserve  ecological  resources 

• N/S  and  E/W  corridor  with  no  degradation  of  biotic  community 

• Full  disclosure  and  public  partnership  in  planning  process 

• Educate  public  about  the  environment 

• Alternate  human  intrusion 

• Improve  water  quality  and  quantity 

• No  more  intrusion! 

• Maintain  or  enlarge  the  watershed 

• Management  clarification 

• Don't  cut  the  forest 

• Get  best  out  of  process  by  balancing  conflicting  needs 

• Increase  forestation  east  of  1-280 

• Allow  controlled  access  to  lake  surface 

• Minimize  human  impact  while  maximizing  human  enjoyment  and  watershed 

• No  change 

• More  security  against  fire  and  earthquake 

• Greater  accessibility 

• Leave  it  as  it  is 

• Open  more  trails  to  relieve  urban  stress 

• Increase  regional  public  awareness  of  pros  and  cons  of  opening  up  watershed 
uses 

• Keep  its  uniqueness  as  it  is  opened  up  — don't  turn  it  into  another  Golden  Gate 
Park 

• No  parking  spaces  or  vehicular  access 

• Pay  to  use 

• Allow  hiking 

• Proceed  with  extreme  caution  in  opening  up  any  additional  uses 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL  (continued) 

• Don't  lose  sight  of  primary  goal  --  water  --  "Healthwalk  does  no  good  without  a 
good  glass  of  water" 

• Mechanism  needed  to  ensure  that  changing  political  attitudes  don't  open  up 
development 

• Continue  use  on  a limited  basis  --  State  Wilderness? 

• Continue  equestrian  use 

• Imperative  that  Water  Department  be  a good  neighbor  and  proactive 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL  (continued) 


• Vote  taken  for  personal  goals: 

Preserve  status  quo  — 3 votes 
Ensure  protection  of  primary  goals  --  4 votes 
Access  to  multi-use  trails  — 3 votes 
Fishing  (clean)  --  2 votes 

Preserve  pristine  nature  with  added  use  --  1 vote 
If  not  possible,  prevent  added  use  --  1 vote 
Access  for  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  - 1 vote 
Enlarge  forest  and  endangered  species  --  1 vote 

• More  running  trails 

• Fishing  access  to  reservoirs 

• Maintaining  integrity  of  watershed  biosphere 

• Restore /preserve  natural  qualities  for  future 

• Expanded  trails  network 

• Restoration  of  anadromous  fisheries 

• Education  programs  through  passive  recreation 

• Docent  programs 

• Access  but  no  development 

• Accomplish  primary  goal  of  increasing  the  water  supply 

• Users  contribute  to  maintenance  and  costs 

• Preserve  ecological  resources 

• N/S  and  E/W  corridor  with  no  degradation  of  biotic  community 

• Full  disclosure  and  public  partnership  in  planning  process 

• Educate  public  about  the  environment 

• Alternate  human  intrusion 

• Improve  water  quality  and  quantity 

• No  more  intrusion! 

• Maintain  or  enlarge  the  watershed 

• Management  clarification 

• Don't  cut  the  forest 

• Get  best  out  of  process  by  balancing  conflicting  needs 

• Increase  forestation  east  of  1-280 

• Allow  controlled  access  to  lake  surface 

• Minimize  human  impact  while  maximizing  human  enjoyment  and  watershed 

• No  change 

• More  security  against  fire  and  earthquake 

• Greater  accessibility 

• Leave  it  as  it  is 

• Open  more  trails  to  relieve  urban  stress 

• Increase  regional  public  awareness  of  pros  and  cons  of  opening  up  watershed 
uses 

• Keep  its  uniqueness  as  it  is  opened  up  — don't  turn  it  into  another  Golden  Gate 
Park 

• No  parking  spaces  or  vehicular  access 

• Pay  to  use 

• Allow  hiking 

• Proceed  with  extreme  caution  in  opening  up  any  additional  uses 
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#4  YOUR  GOAL  (continued) 

• Don't  lose  sight  of  primary  goal  --  water  --  "Healthwalk  does  no  good  without  a 
good  glass  of  water" 

• Mechanism  needed  to  ensure  that  changing  political  attitudes  don't  open  up 
development 

• Continue  use  on  a limited  basis  --  State  Wilderness? 

• Continue  equestrian  use 

• Imperative  that  Water  Department  be  a good  neighbor  and  proactive 
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#1  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  (continued) 

• Open  the  reservoirs  for  restricted  fishing 

Alameda  watershed  over  Crystal  Springs  W.S. 

• Provide  access  to  W.S.  for  educational  studies  and  scientific  studies  (low 
intensity) 

Involvement  of  GGNRA  Advisory  Recreation  Commission 

• Provide  access  for  hikers,  equestrians 

Turn  over  recreation  to  GGNRA 

• Easier  access,  permitting  process 

• Better  definition  of  "controlled  access" 

• Marin  Open 

• Any  shooting  facility  should  be  designed  to  Olympic  standards 

• Game  protection  and  management 

• Urban  encroachment 

• Feral  pigs'  impact  on  vegetation  and  other  natural  resources 

• Serpentine  package  - triangle 

• Field  research 

• Exotic  plant  control 

• Separate  watershed  plans,  because  the  issues  are  less  complex 

• Advance  peninsula 

Existing  EDAW  Plan 

• International  biosphere  reserve 

Management  planners  should  consider  this 
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#2  GOALS 


• Include  equestrian  uses /trails 

• Distinguish  between  water  sources  and  the  quality  of  water 

• Define  relative*  importance  of  land  uses/natural  resources 

Weighted  balance 

Define  incompatibilities  among  goals 

• Consider  separate  trail  systems  for  incompatible  uses 

• Uniqueness  of  area 

Consider  cumulative  effects  in  terms  of  large-scale  ecosystem  - maintain 
the  balance 

• Recognize  the  natural  integrity  of  the  area  and  manage  to  retain  it 

• Support  of  primary  goal 

• Consideration  of  protected  species 

• Improve  existing  compatible  uses 

e.g..  Hiking  access 

• Wording  of  the  fourth  goal  --  Clarify  it 

• Enhance  awareness  of  the  watershed  as  a Bay  Area  green  belt 

• Enhance  public  awareness  of  cultural  resources  and  history  of  the  Peninsula 
watershed 

• Maximize  watershed  use  for  recreation 

• Expand  Goal  No.  2 

i.e.,  Add  cultural  resources 
Aesthetic  and  recreational 

• Fourth  Goal:  Encourage  enhancement  and  management  of  existing  uses 

• Give  GGNRA  responsibility  for  recreation  on  the  watershed 

• All  uses'  can  be  made  compatible  with  water  supply  production 

• Biodiversity's  applicability  to  watershed  management 
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#5  OTHER  COMMENTS 

• Allow  sufficient  lead  time 

• Overview  of  the  planning  process 

• No  public  interests  represented  on  TAC 

Closed  process 

• Process  is  verbose  and  too  lengthy 

Should  do  it  in  one  meeting  (town-meeting  style) 

• Contact/study  other  open  watersheds 

• Provide  for  increased  public  participation  in  the  decision-making  process 

• Who  will  make  decisions? 

• Is  the  newsletter  biased? 


Newsletter 

Letter  from  Senator  Kopp 
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APPENDIX  E 


COMMENT  SHEETS  AND  LETTERS 

This  appendix  contains  copies  of  the  comment  sheets  and  letters  submitted 
during  and  after  the  workshops.  Verbal  comments  received  are  included  in 
Appendix  A - Transcripts. 


WRITTEN  COMMENTS  RECEIVED  AT 
THE  ALAMEDA  WORKSHOP 


COMMENT  SHEET 


Name:  Date: 3 

Affiliation:  Address : ^ , / c-  F(  /. 

City:  . Zip  Code:  34/  £ 7 phono:  lLf  ~>~2'q7? 


(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 
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COMMENT  SHEET 


Name: 

Affiliation:. 


Date:  — 
Address: 


City: 


Zip  Code:_ 


Phone:- 


(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print) 


r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2) G0ALS  w 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented?  c ft  -Wn  > 
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COMMENT  SHEET 
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Address:  Z Z-  ??£  fQv  t at^~ 

Zip  Code:  HVS^fe  Phone:  rf-^ 


(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print) 


r 1)  ADDmONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

Name:  nate' 

Affiliation:  Address: 

City:  Zip  Code:  Phone- 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 

V / 

2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 

WRITTEN  COMMENTS  RECEIVED  AT 
THE  PENINSULA  WORKSHOP 


COMMENT  SHEET 


Name:  . % t / M C ft|  ^ Date: -2^2 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ^ 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 


r n 

3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 

? s 

4)  YOUR  GOAL 

W&at  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print) 


r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ^ 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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^COMMENT  SHEET 

Name:  N 1 K ' ^PAyj^l-Qi?-  Date: 
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r 1)  ADDrTIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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March  11.  1993 

Statement  Nita  R.  Spangler,  970  Edgewood  Road,  Redwood  City,  CA  9406 2 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to 


'this  evening. 


My  interest  in  the  Watershed  dates  from  the  1960s  when  l was  president  of 
the  San  Mateo  County  Historical  Association  and  working  with  members  of 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  on  the  successful  preservation  of  the 
site  on  Sweeney  Ridge  from  which  the  1769  Portola  Expedition  viewed  San 
Francisco  Bay. 


That  was  a major  cooperative  effort  nearly  30  years  ago.  Tonight  you  are 
preparing  a master  plan  for  the  watershed  that  is  also  a major  cooperative 
effort.  I hope  that  30  years  from  now,  many  of  you  here  will  look  back  with 
appreciation  for  the  task  and  will  be  as  visionary  as  were  James  Carr, 
General  Fry,  Bob  Rosen,  Gene  Kelleher,  Jack  O'Mean*  Harry  Tracy,  and 
others.  And  I hope  you  will  be  as  committed  to  the  protection  of  the 
watershed  as  they  were, 


Tonight  I am  speaking  as  an  individual,  because  time  limits  did  not  permit 
the  San  Mateo  County  Parks  and  Recreation  Commission  of  which  I am  a 
member,  to  prepare  a statement. 

-The  first  and  foremost  business  of  the  Water  Department  is  to  bring  a sale 
and  sufficient  water  supply  to  your  users.  But  I believe  you  can  bring 
public  access  to  the  watershed  under  controlled  circumstances  through  a 
trail  system  that  has  been  discussed  for  many  years  and  that  has  been 
written  into  plans  and  construction,  especially  during  the  past  20  years. 

There  is  a San  Mateo  County  Trail  Plan  that  has  been  drawn  by  trail  users 
representing  hiking,  equestrian  and  bicyclists  through  the  County  Trail 
Advisory  Committee  under  the  County  Parks  and  Recreation  Commission. 
This  plan  has  been  endorsed  by  the  San  Mateo  County  Board  of  Supervisors. 
It  is  a network  of  Coastal  and  Bayside  trails,  Skyline  and  Ridge  Trails  and 
connector  trails.  The  Advisory  Trail  Committee  has  worked  with  private 
property  owners,  public  agencies,  organizations  and  individuals,  ranging 
from  the  Native  Plant  Society  to  the  mountain  bikers.  And  although  the  Trail 
Plan  has  been  published  and  adopted,  it  is  still  undergoing  scrutiny  and 
revision. 

as r-  - 

The  Trail  Plan  has  proposed  trails  that  would  go  through  portions  oLlhe 
Watershed.  I ask  that  your  master  plan  seriou ^ consider  openingrsome 
watershed  lands  for  these  trails.  _ -■ 


more 
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Redwood  City,  CA  94062. 


At  the  same  time,  I urge  you  to  consider  the  many  means  for  controlling 
public  access  that  might  include  permits,  fees,  and  a number  of  other 
management  techniques.  ijasp«r  Ridge  at  Stanford  University  is  an  example 
to  follow.)  I also  support  management  that  will  attempt  to  recover  operating 
costs  of  opening  these  lands  for  limited  public  use. 

Your  Peninsula  Watershed  is  a rare  resource  which,  for  certain,  should  not  be 
degraded  because  of  public  use. 

1 believe  that  you  will  find  many  responsible  persons  willing  to  be  volunteer 
docents  and  to  help  and  take  on  other  tasks,  so  that  the  public  may  visit  this 
remarkeable  resource  within  our  urban  area.  The  use  of  watershed  trails 
should  be  a privilege  and  call  for  the  best  from  all  of  us. 

-30- 


COMMENT  SHEET 
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Date:- 
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Address:  / ?Qt/  /’P  A ^ 

Zip  Code: 
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(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 


1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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r 1)  ADDmONAL  ISSUES  " 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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COMMENT  SHEET 
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(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print) 

' 1)  ADDmONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 


< 

2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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COMMENT  SHEET 
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r 1)  ADDmONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 


3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plar\s? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDmCNAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 
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Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 


rndULriM  UxO 

roabo-  - 


C/W<£  of  Are#  TYiSvJ) 


F-  **%LsCTi<tsJl cry  yi 


*yv 

usu- 


y,  4SV\/-n 


\~4ryJ  Frv^J 


ULrxJU  ,ju\ 


tXtA~ 


\aur\  Mdilp Cc  IVgjJy  Pj 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ' 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY  ^ 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish?  j 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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POTENTIAL  TRAIL  ROUTES 


City  of  San  Francisco,  Department  of  Water 
San  Francisco  Peninsula  Watershed  Land 

North  - South  Corridor  Trails: 

I.  Sweeney  Ridge  Trail  at  north  terminus  to 

Sawyer  Ridge  (Portola  Road)  to 
Sawyer  RTdge  (Pilarcitos  Road)  to 
Cahill  Ridge  to 

intersection  Highway  92  and  Highway  35  (Skyline  and  Half 
Moon  Bay  road) 

i 

II.  Highway  92  (Half  Moon  Bay  road)  opposite  Quarry  on  east  side  of  range  to 

Old  Canada  Road  to 

a)  intersection  Canada  Road  and  Edgewood  Road 

b)  through  Phleger  Estate  Lands  to  Huddard  Park 


East  - West  Corridor  Trails: 

I.  Sweeney  Ridge  Trail  at  north  terminus  to 

Fairfield  Ridge  to 
Whiting  Ridge  to 

a)  San  Pedro  Valley  County  Park 

b)  McNee  State  Park  and  Montara  State  Beach 

II.  Highway  92  (Half  Moon  Bay  road)  opposite  Quarry  on  east  side  of  range  to 

alignment  of  Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  (Coastside  County  Water  District)  to 
City  of  Half  Moon  Bay 

III.  Sweeney  Ridge  Trail  at  north  terminus  to 

Fairfield  Ridge  to 
Whiting  Ridge  to 
Scarper  Peak/Ox  Hill  to 
private  land  (?)  to 

Frenchman's  Creek  Road  to 
Venice  State  Beach 


Robert  Zatkin 
P.O.  Box  620502 
Woodside,  CA  94062 


telephone  415-851-1716 
FAX  415-851-1719 
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The  Mycological  Society  of  San  Francisco,  Inc 

Post  Office  Box^SSSfi  882163 
San  Francisco.  California  94188-2163 


DISCUSSION  OF  SOCIAL  AND  EDUCATIONAL  FUNCTIONS  OF  THE 
MYCOLOGICAL  SOCIETY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  FOR  EDAW  PREPARATION  OF 
S.FAVATER  DEPT.  GENERAL  PLAN  . 3-11-93: 

It  is  my  purpose  to  bring  to  EDAW's  attention  the  history  of  close 
collaboration  between  the  Mycology  (Mushroom)  Society  of  San  Francisco 

and  the  S.F.  Water  Department.  We  have  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  entering 
watershed  lands  several  times  each  year  for  beginner's  instruction  as  well 
as  for  collecting  specimens  for  public  educational  demonstrations  attended 
by  many  young  people. 

We  support  the  controlled  access  policy  which  has  allowed  us  to  carry  out 
our  program.  We  are  appearing  today  to  request  that  our  organization  be 

allowed  to  continue  in  the  same  manner  in  the  future. 

There  are  many  spin-offs  from  our  studies  of  mushroom  material.  The  S.F. 
Water  Company  probably  has  little  idea  how  important  a contribution  to 

education  and  science  is  made  when  our  group  intensively  concentrates  on 
this  life  form.  I want  to  help  you  become  aware  of  some  of  these  special 
effects  of  your  kindness. 

Most  people  think  of  a mushroom  society  as  a group  of  hobbyists  who 

tramp  through  the  woods  gathering  mushrooms  for  home  consumption  or 

recently  for  commercial  sales.  This  is  not  an  accurate  description  of  our 
activities.  We  are  a non-profit  organization  and  we  perform  a wide  variety 
of  functions  of  social  significance,  scientific  worth  and  educational  value. 

The  following  free  public  services  can  only  be  prepared  for  by  means  of 
the  continued  study  of  fungal  life  forms.  The  majority  of  mushrooms  can 
only  be  encountered  in  unimpacted  open  spaces.  We  depend  upon  the 
opportunity  to  foray  into  whatever  forests,  parks  and  undamaged  land  we 
are  allowed  to  enter.  We  must  remove  representative  specimens  to 
continue  microscopic  and  chemical  studies  in  school  laboratories  or  our 
homes,  if  we  are  amateurs.  The  systematic  study  of  mycology  is  a 
relatively  recent  science.  There  is  still  much  to  be  observed.  There  are 
many  gaps  in  our  knowledge.  New  species  are  identified  with  regularity. 
Many  contributions  to  the  biochemical  and  genetic  nature  of  these 
organisms  have  been  made  by  local  investigators.  New  findings  are  not 
limited  to  professionals.  Worthy  amateurs  bring  in  newly  found  species, 
contribute  to  education  at  lower  school  levels  and  perform  socially 
creditable  acts  as  we  will  describe: 
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The  Mycological  Society  of  San  Francisco,  Inc. 

Post  Office  Box^aasaa  882163 
San  Francisco.  California  flMQi  94188-2163 


1.  We  provide  yearly  scholarships  for  students  pursuing  research  projects. 

2.  Members  have  led  free  public  walks  for  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for 
years  at  the  Legion  of  the  Palace  of  Honor.  Thousands  of  people  have  been 
introduced  to  the  serious  discussion  of  mushroom  varieties  found  there. 

3.  We  have  led  walks  into  parks  and  open  spaces  for  other  groups 

interested  in  natural  science  such  as:  Native  Plant  Society,  Alpine  Club, 

school  groups,  gardening  societies.  Sierra  Clubs,  etc.. 

4.  Since  1967  we  have  presented  public  demonstrations  called  "Fungus 

Fairs"  in  S.F..  Burlingame.  Marin  County  and  Oakland,  in  which  we  have 
demonstrated  hundreds  of  aesthetically  displayed  and  identified 

mushrooms,  as  well  as  the  many  uses  to  which  mushrooms  have  been 
applied.  Textile  dying,  discussions  of  poisoning  as  well  as  edibility,  slide 
shows  on  a wide  varietiy  of  topics,  cultivation  exhibits  are  shown.  People 
are  invited  to  bring  specimens  from  home  so  that  they  can  appreciate 
nature’s  free  and  beautiful  landscaping. 

5.  Each  month  we  are  educated  by  professional  and  amateur  speakers 
from  many  parts  of  the  world  who  present  slide  shows  bringing  us  up  to 
date  or  showing  us  strange  and  wonderful  forms  from  distant  lands. 

6.  Many  young  men  and  women  have  been  turned  on  to  a life  of  study  in 
the  professional  world  of  mycology  after  having  been  inspired  by  our 
programs  and  communing  with  our  members. 

7.  A group  of  our  members  have  arranged  themselves  in  a communication 
network  to  volunteer  to  identify  mushrooms  in  coordination  with  local 
Poison  Control  Centers  in  cases  where  people  and  animals  have  ingested 
unknown  or  threatening  mushrooms.  The  Bay  Area  has  the  best  organized 
group  in  America  to  be  close  enough  to  the  public  to  study  the  offending 
organisms  at  first  hand. 

8.  MSSF  doctors  have  acted  as  consultants  in  serious  mushroom  poisoning 
cases  for  Emergency  Rooms  and  hospitals  where  such  cases  are  rarely  seen. 

9.  Our  Toxicology  Committee  is  currently  working  with  the  North  American 
Mushroom  Registry  to  develop  similar  networks  of  identifiers  from  other 
mushroom  societies  in  the  USA  and  Canada. 

10.  We  publish  a monthly  newsletter  distributed  to  organizations  in  North 
America  and  other  continents  which  is  frequently  quoted  by  others. 

11.  Members  present  slide  shows  for  groups  such  as  the  antique  fruit 
growers,  orchardists,  foresters  gardening  societies,  schools  at  all  levels. 

12.  We  undulge  in  continued  discussions  in  concern  for  habitat 
preservation,  the  ethics  of  collecting  and  the  risks  of  endangering  forest 
and  mushroom  species. 


The  Mvcological  Society  of  San  Francisco,  Inc 

Post  Office  BoxJgBBl  882163 
San  Francisco.  California  &2&CK  94188-2163 


13.  We  have  offered  seminars  and  workshops  for  mushroom  study. 

14.  Financial  support  has  been  given  for  other  individuals  to  produce 
videos  or  public  demonstrations  about  mushroom  uses,  such  as  for  the 
dying  of  fibers  or  making  paper  from  mushroom  materials. 

15.  We  put  on  a beginner's  educational  program  to  acquaint  newcomers 
with  the  intricacies  of  using  keys  and  safety  measures. 

16.  We  have  published  cumulative  lists  of  mushrooms  identified  at  our 
shows,  summaries  of  poisoning  incidents  in  the  Bay  Area  and  a nationally 
distributed  cookbook. 

17.  We  are  not  a frivolous  group. 


There  is  no  apparent  effect  on  the  watershed  environment  or  in  the 
production  of  mushrooms  after  collections  have  been  made  over  a period 
of  27  years.  This  demonstrates  that  we  have  been  successful  in  keeping 
the  negative  impact  of  our  efforts  at  a minimum. 


The  Council  of  our  organization  has  asked  me  to  to  thank  the  S.F.W.Co.  for 
their  courtesy  and  cooperation  in  making  it  possible  for  us  to  have 
accomplished  such  worthwhile  activities  as  we  have  listed.  We  hope  that 
you  will  plan  for  and  recommend  that  the  water  company’s  support  will 


William  B.  Freedman 


cc.:  Ken  Everett,  President.  MSSF 
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The  reason  we  are  here  tonight  is  due  to  the  one  word  " Environment- 
alism" that  became  socially  accentable  after  the  .National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  19c?  was  adooted.  The  majority  of  Americans  approved 
the  initial  concents  ofthis  orosrram-  protecting  our  ecoloay  and 
habitat  and  the  wilderness  areas.  To  prevent  all  the  abuses  of 
toxic  waste,  nuclear  an  a chemical  spill  that  had  been  unregulated. 

The  guilty  partiees  v/ere  our  sovemment,  the  military,  industry, 
public  utilities,  including  commercial  and  industrial  developers. 
Environmentalism  became  extremely  popular  based  on  its  original  intent 
the  protection  of  wilderness,  open  space  and  the  other  current  abuses. 

The  sucess  of  the  movement  widened  the  scope  of  their  field  to 
include  air  and  water  quality,  health  hazards,  contaminated  foods, 
oil  spills,  and  even  the  protection  of  sub  speciesof  sub  species  of 
wild  life  and  plants. 

Encouraged  by  their  sucess,  they  quickly  became  a well  organized, 
financed,  and  political  power.  The  main  group  is  in  our  area  is 
known  as  the  Sierra  Club  supported  by  the  California  Native  Plant 
Society,  the  Committee  for  Green  Hills,  Green  Belt  Alliance  to  name 
a few.  They ‘quickly  form  new  grouos  to  fit  the  local  problems  being 
contested.  In  our  case  it  was  the  Save  Edsewwod  Park.  The  membership  that 
was  60,000  in  the  60's  is  now  the  new  coalition  of  186,000. 

They  have  developed  a strong  political  base,  infiltrated  our 
Parks  and  Recreation  Commissions,  MPROS,  and  many  other  positions 
that  can  advance  their  goals.  One  has  only  to  consider  our  conflict 
and  the  Maher  Resolution  which  defeated  a course  for  both  yo.ur  city 
and  San  Mateo.  Thera  is  no  doubt  they  can  intimidate  our  elected 
representatives  into  making  bad  decision  to  support  special  interests. 

Flushed  with  their  sucess  and  power,  the  envirocrats  have  abused  their 
power  by  endangering  public  safety,  that  of  lumberjacks,  chained 
themselves  as  sacrifices  to  prevent  the  completion  of  needed  water 
projects.  The  last  being  especially  distressful  during  our  drought. 

They  seem  to  believe  they  have  a " divine  right"  to  impose  their  wishes 
upon  a community  whether  or  not  they  are  members  of  it  or  not. 


e -olfers  elieved  -that  r.avir.g  provided  ample  ODen  Space  and  for 
ill  )ther  SDorts  ac^ivi-ies  and  “.he  usual  activies  associated  with 
caries,  preserves  we  were  at  least  entitled  to  One  oublic  links 
* or  all  of  San  Mateo.  This  was  not  to  be-  the  north  watershed  was 
rejected  with  the  recor.mendatiin  we  place  it  on  the  surplus  cpllege 
site  at  Edaewood.  ‘/hen  this  was  secured  for  golfing  and  a recreational 
rark  it  was  again  rejected-  with  the  promise  if  it  were  placed  on 
the  South  V/atershed  it  would  have  their  blessing.  By  changing  the 
hierachy  in  charge  we  still  haven't  been  able  to  realize  our  goal 
just  one  golf  course.  As  a former  President  of  the  San  Maeto  Board 
of  Supervisors  said,  " I am  tired  of  this  bait  and  switch"  so  are  we. 

To  add  insult  to  injury  we  are  now  being  dlayed  by  a Task  force 
that  has  examined  22  sites  without  any  one  site  being  approved.  This 
is  a duplicate  of  the  Maher  Resolution  , which  effectively  blocked 
Mayor  Agnos's  desire  to  have  a golf  course  on  the  south  portion  to 
accomodate  the  golfers  of  your  city  and  our  county. 

There  are  reasons  enough  in  the  report  prepared  by  your  Legislative 
Policy  Staff  to  approve  this  and  other  recreational  needs  of  both 
our  communities.  I would  suggest  you  start  with  the  golfing  facities, 
a low  impact  sport  to  prove  to  the  environmental  community  that 
golf  and  other  activites  can  co-  exist.  We  contend  that  it  will 
actually  improve  the  environmental  habitat,  and  wild  life,  while 
providing  a firebreak  in  addition  to  other  advantages.  At  the  lastmeetir 
you  requested  that  your  staff  report  the  revenue  produce  by  your  cities 
corses,  todate  we  have  yet  to  be  appraised  of  this. 

In  checking  with  a former  sports  writter,  who  claimed  to  have  assisted 
in  securing  fishing  for  Lake  Merced,  he  stated  that  a properly  run 
program  would  be  very  desireable.  On  contacting  P.G.&  E.  they  attested 
their  program  regarding  their  reservoirs  had  been  very  sucessful, 
as  are  those  of  txther  cities  who  have  made  similar  programs  available. 

In  conclusion,  I would  like  to  recommend  to  our  opposition  the  advice 
of  Attorney  Reno,  thaf'they  not  speak  out  of  both  sides  of  thd*r  mouths’ 
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While  she  is  a true  environmentalist,  in  testifying  she  stated 
" I want  to  do  everything  I can  to  ensure  equal  opportunities  for 
all  Americans".  That  is  whaT  we  are  asking  for  tonight-  justice  for 
all  the  citizens  of  our  communities.  I believe  we  can  work  together 
for  the  benefit  of  all,  without  the  input  of  special  interests. 


Dean  McKan 
235  Park  Ave. 

San  Carlos,  Calif.  94070 
Fhane  415-593-0977 
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Mr.  Greg  Keiser 
The  California  Huntsmen 
1189  Manzanita  Drive 
Pacifica,  CA  94044 
(415)738-2619 


California  Huntsmen,  Inc. 


March  16,  1993 


Ms.  Kelly  Stewart 
Public  Affairs  Management 
101  The  Embarcadero,  Suite  210 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 

To:  The  San  Francisco  Watershed  District 

Re:  Public  Shooting  Range  - Crystal  Springs 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam, 

Oh  behalf  of  the  California  Huntsmen  I request  your  cooperation  in  enlarging  and  establishing  a 
public  shooting  range  on  the  property  currently  occupied  by  the  law  enforcement  practice  range. 
Further,  this  shooting  range  should  provide  for  practice  at  up  to  200  yards,  accommodating  pistol 
and  high  powered  rifle  enthusiasts. 

The  California  Huntsmen,  organized  on  January  29, 1940,  meet  monthly  in  Daly  City,  CA.  Our 
membership  is  comprised  of  San  Francisco  and  Peninsula  residents.  We  sponsor  an  annual  five 
event  shooting  tournament  In  the  past  we  used  the  range  in  Sharp  Park.  Since  its  closure  we  have 
been  forced  to  use  the  private  facilities  in  Richmond  for  this  event 

We,  as  a group,  condemn  the  violent  use  of  firearms  and  work  to  enhance  shooting  opportunities  for 
law  abiding  sportsmen  and  gun  enthusiasts.  We  ask  for  one  public  place  on  the  peninsula  to  practice 
our  skills.  We  ask  that  the  present  range  be  expanded  and  open  to  the  public  If  considerations  for; 
golf  courses,  hiking  trails,  picnic  areas,  and  the  like  weigh  against  a shooting  range  in  your  multiple 
use  plan  I say  that  you  must  consider  our  needs  first  There  are  a myriad  of  opportunities  for  other 
recreational  pursuits,  such  as  those  listed  above,  already  in  place  on  the  peninsula. 

The  Crystal  Springs  watershed  presents  a unique  opportunity  for  a shooting  range  situated  close  to 
it’s  users  yet  safe  and  segregated  from  urban  development  Please,  whatever  you  do,  do  not  pass  up 
this  opportunity. 


Sincerely. 


Greg  Keiser 
Secretary 


cc  Quentin  Kopp 
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WRITTEN  COMMENTS  RECEIVED  AT 
THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  WORKSHOP 


COMMENT  SHEET 


Name: 

Affiliation:. 


Date: 

Address:. 


City: 


Zip  Code:_ 


Phone:- 


(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print) 


1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 


2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented?  

^ (_/Oo  ^oesno^ 
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WHEN  YOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  THIS  SWEET, 
PLEASE  PLACE  IT  IN  THE  COMMENT  BOX  TONIGHT  OR 
MAIL  ITTO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  REVERSE  SH>E 


(over) 


3)  ADDmONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 


> /C  U J y yum  /s\  /!?,  / 


iQr\u2£t 


/yCrfajfecyt  q/C^GL 


'l^Lvd) 


_i^S_ 


^LUyiA. 4 

Kyi  /^7  yyy  ' 


yyw 


czj  01* 


4)  YOUR  GOAL  fJtfT  a^cis-^ 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  me  management  plans  accomplish? 
£)~/y  ^ yCy(j2^ 


When  you  have  completed  this  sheet,  please  place  it  in  the  comment  box  tonight  or 
use  this  address  to  mail  In  your  written  comments  or  to  request  a copy  of  the  work- 
shop summary  report:  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
P.O.Box  730 
Millbrae,  QA  94030 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES'/?2 Lurto 

Considering  the  teso^spresented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressesUffthe  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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When  you  have  completed  this  sheet,  please  place  it  In  the  comment 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

^WhaLis  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish?  K 
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Do  youLsee  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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When  you  have  completed  this  sheet,  please  place  it  In  the  comment  box  tonight  or 
use  this  address  to  mall  In  your  written  comments  or  to  request  a copy  of  the  work- 
shop  summary  report:  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
RO.  Box  730 
Mill  brae,  QA  94030 
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Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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WHEN  YOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  THIS  SHEET, 

PLEASE  PLACE  IT  IN  THE  COMMENT  BOX  TONIGHT  OR 
MAIL  IT  TO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  REVERSE  S©E. 

— J 

(over) 


COMMENT  SHEET 


Name:  /■'  — ^ 

Date-  >-  - - - 

Affiliation:  ^ L 

tvv- . ^ , 

Address:  ? J . z ,.  h-'^r  ~~  - T'  ' 

Citv:  ~ : w.«i " at  -> 

ZiDCode:  '-AA  A'- 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

f 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

\ 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressecUn  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 

,/C^t  _ Lf*-HL£4jl~t W JJ  i 'Z'^Atz^Z 

t . X L*l£,  SLSs  ± <-  ■ * C-v*^  a . jLrT^hjuA  rs<^,  srh-C£<iL<-  1 

Vy 

/W  •v  »-  J.Ct#  \AtJA  //  /->Ll  ^ 

. 2-0 rCvi>*t.  -y^/zjui  :^  -^a- 

— 

- J 

2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDmONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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Statement  at  Hearing  on  ^^-QLO_.  3^~$-& 

The  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 
March  16,  1993 
by  Clyde  Wahrhaftig 


My  name  is  Clyde  Wahrhaftig.  I am  a resident  of  San  Francisco,  an  officer  of  the 
San  Francisco  Hiking  Club,  and  a member  of  the  San  Francisco  County  Committee  of  the 
Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  Council.  I am  also  Professor  of  Geology,  Emeritus,  at  the 
University  of  California,  Berkeley,  and  have  spent  2 weeks  to  3 months  of  each  of  25 
summers  in  geologic  field  research  in  the  Hetch-Hetchy  watershed  in  Yosemite  National 
Park.  I speak  as  a private  citizen. 

I will  speak  to  two  issues  of  the  watersheds:  the  quality  of  water  from  Hetch- 
Hetchy,  and  the  need  for  a segment  of  the  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  through  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed.  These  two  issues  are  not  unrelated.  As  background  to  the  second  issue,  I note 
that  at  least  2 other  water  districts  in  the  Bay  Area:  Marin  Municipal  and  East  Bay 
Municipal  (EBMUD)  permit  hiking  and  other  uses  in  their  watersheds;  in  fact  there  are 
several  cities  in  the  watersheds  of  San  Leandro  and  San  Pablo  Reservoirs.  So  presumably 
their  water  is  treated  properly  to  take  care  of  this  potential  for  pollution.  I have  heard 
rumors  that  the  filtration  our  water  receives  after  leaving  San  Andreas  Lake  is  not  as  good 
as  that  of  Marin  Municipal  and  EBMUD  water,  and  may  not  be  up  to  the  standards 
mandated  by  the  State  of  California,  and  that  this  is  the  reason  for  not  permitting  hikers  in 
the  San  Francisco  Watershed  (except  for  a reacreational  easement  between  1-280  and 
Crystal  Springs  Lake). 

One  thing  that  impressed  me  in  the  notice  of  this  meeting,  which  I received  only  last 
week,  was  the  almost  total  absence  of  references  to  Hetch-Hetchy  watershed,  except  to 
mention  its  pristine  nature.  From  my  experience  and  observation  over  25  years,  that 
watershed  is  by  no  means  as  pristine  from  a drinking-water  point  of  view  as  one  might 
imagine.  First,  its  geology:  Well  over  90  percent  of  the  bedrock  is  heavily  glaciated 
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granitic  rocks,  solid,  unweathered,  and  impervious  except  for  patches  of  pre-glacial 
weathering  along  a few  ridgecrests.  Hence  most  of  the  water  in  Hetch-Hetchy  Reservoir  is 
surface  runoff,  largely  snowmelt.  About  5-10%  of  the  watershed  is  covered  by  10-200 
feet  of  coarse,  bouldery  glacial  till,  mainly  deposited  by  the  last  glaciation  (which  ended  a 
little  more  than  10,000  years  ago).  This  is  also  essentially  unweathered,  probably  porous 
and  highly  permeable,  and  is  mainly  in  the  Tuolumne  Meadows  region. 

Thousands  of  people-tourists,  hikers,  back-packers,  and  horseback  parees-travel 
and  camp  in  the  watershed.  Most  of  this  recreation  is  entirely  unsupervised,  for  there  are 
not  enough  back-country  rangers  to  be  on  all  the  hundreds  of  miles  of  trails  all  the  time, 
and  many  of  the  hikers  go  cross-country  over  the  bare  rock.  Grnrdia  ts  endemic 
throughout  the  watershed,  as  it  is  in  most  mountain  areas  of  the  West  now.  Members  of 
my  field  parties  have  come  down  with  giardiasis,  and  we  have  been  regularly  treating  our 
drinking  water  with  iodine  since  the  mid-70's.  Geological  Survey  Open-File  Report  86- 
404  (relevant  sections  attached),  is  a one-time-only  survey  in  1984  of  Giardia  in  the  High 
Sierra,  whch  detected  Giardia  at  7 sites  out  of  42  examined  in  the  Hetch-Hetchy 
watershed,  2 of  them  in  streams  not  far  above  the  reservoir.  One  of  my  questions, 
therefore,  is:  Does  the  Water  Department  regularly  test  Hetch-Hetchy  water  for  the  presence 
of  Giardia ? 

The  sewage  treatment  plant  for  the  Tuolumne  Meadows  complex  consists  of  two 
holding  ponds  (aerobic  lagoons)  which  are  150  and  300  feet  respectively  from  the 
Tuolumne  River,  from  which  the  waste-water  goes  to  a spray  field  on  a low  mound  of 
glacial  till  about  100  yards  to  the  northwest.  All  these  facilities  are  within  a thousand  feet 
of  the  riverbank.  The  ponds  are  shown  on  new  USGS  Topographic  maps  (parts  attached), 
and  on  p.  74  of  Robert  Cameron's  Above  Ypsemitg.  The  treatment  plant  serves  a large  • 
public  car-campground,  booked  solid  through  the  summer,  the  Tuolumne  Meadows  lodge 
(High  Siena  Camp),  a large  Park  Service  ranger  and  scientific  research  camp  (Bug  Camp), 

ranger  stations,  store,  gasoline  station,  and  bookshop.  My  question  here  is:  How 
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frequently  does  the  Water  Department  inspect  this  facility  for  potential  failure  and  overflow 
into  water  draining  direcdy  into  Hetch-Hetchy  reservoir?  My  point  here  is  that  San 
Francisco's  water  should  probably  receive  the  same  treatment  as  Marin  County’s  and 
Eastbay  water,  regardless  of  uses  in  its  Bay  Area  watersheds. 

Finally,  the  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail.  The  Ridge  Trail  Council  receives  a Federal 
appropriation  each  year  to  provide  staff  support  and  administrative  expenses,  and  the  chair 
of  the  council  is  Brian  CNiell,  Superintendant  of  the  GGNRA.  The  Ridge  Trail  Council 
would  like  to  establish  at  least  the  hiking  and  horsebank-riding  Ridge  Trail  route  along  the 
existing  dirt  road  on  Sweeney,  Fifield,  and  Cahill  Ridges  (the  natural  drainage  divide 
between  the  Bay  and  the  Ocean).  This  route  is  the  farthest  from  the  reservoirs,  and  least 
likely  to  impact  the  water  adversely.  Its  impact  would  be  far  less  than  the  Sawyer  Camp 
Trail,  which  cannot  be  connected  with  the  existing  Ridge  Trail  anyhow.  The  San  Francisco 
Peninsula  Watershed  is  within  the  Congressionally  designated  boundaries  of  the  Golden 
Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA),  and  the  Interior  Department  holds  a recreational 
easement  along  the  east  side  of  Crystal  Springs  Lake  and  a scenic  easement  over  much  of 
the  rest  of  the  watershed,  including  the  route  I mentioned.  It  should  be  possible  for  the 
Water  Department  and  the  Department  of  Interior  to  reach  a satisfactory  management 
agreement  to  permit  hiking-and  even  horseback  riding-along  those  roads,  since  a 
horseback  riding  club  already  has  a permit  to  ride  through  much  of  the  watershed. 

So  my  questions  are:  (1)  What  sort  of  monitoring  does  the  Water  Department  do  of 
water  quality  conditions  in  the  Hetch-Hetchy  Watershed? 

(2)  Is  the  water-filtering  plant  from  San  Andreas  Reservoir  up  to  State  Standards, 
and  if  not,  how  much  would  it  cost  to  bring  it  to  State  standards;  and 

(3)  Why  can't  the  Ba$y  Area  Ridge  Trail  go  along  Cahill  and  Fifield  Ridges? 
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California's  Sierra  Nevada  is  a popular  moun- 
tain range  containing  more  than  3 million  acres 
of  designated  wilderness.  Its  proximity  to 
large  population  centers  make  the  Sierra  Nevada 
one  of  the  most  heavily  visited  wildland  areas  in 
the  United  States. 

During  1984,  69  stream  sites  were  sampled  for 
the  presence  of  Clardla  sp  cysts.  The  sample 
sites  ranged  in  elevation  from  6,000  to  12,000 
feet,  and  were  distributed  over  a distance  ot 
more  than  200  miles,  from  the  Lake  Tahoe  basin 
in  the  north  to  Mt.  Whitney  in  the  south.  This 
report  shows  the  location  of  all  sample  sites,  the 
quantity  of  water  filtered,  and  the  number  of 
cysts  detected  in  each  sample. 

Sampling  site,  were  selected  after  consultation 
with  National  Park  and  National  Forest  "If"?9?!* 
who  identified  backcountry  sites  that  had  the 
highest  and  lowest  probability  of  human  fecal 
contamination.  These  sites  are  referred  to  as 
high  use  and  low  use  In  this  report.  Factor, 
considered  in  the  selection  of  site,  included  an 
estimate  of  the  total  number  of  user,  in  an  area 
proximity  of  probable  latrine  sites  to  water 
courses,  and  the  quantity  of  surface  drainage  in 
areas  of  known  human  waste  deposition.  Most 
hiqh-use  sites  were  immediately  downstream  from 
popular  wilderness  campsites,  but  several  were 
It  the  mouths  of  drainage  basins  with  heavy, 
dispersed  reoreetionel — Wter  a^iiaruuit- 
site  was  located,  an  attempt  was  made  to  locate  a 
low-use  site  of  similar  hydrology  and  geology  m 
an  adjacent  drainage  basin  or  directly  upstream 
of  the  high-use  site  (upstream  1 from  areas  of 
concentrated  use).  A greater  number  ^igh-use 
sites  were  sampled  because  correspond  mg  low 
use  sites  could  not  be  located  in  all  cases. 
Several  sites  were  sampled  more  than  once  during 
the  sampling  period.  A total  of  78  samples  were 
collected  from  69  sites. 

All  sites  were  sampled  using  the  methods  of 
c K Sorenson  (U.S.  Geological  Survey,  written 
commun  198S)  The  sampling  apparatus  was 
mounted  on  a backpack  and  transported  to 
sample  sites  on  foot.  For  most  samples,  at  least 
100  gallons  of  water  was  filtered.  How*^er'  '?* 
than  100  gallons  was  filtered  for  several  **"?'?* 
where  suspended  materials  caused  premature 

dogging  ” the  filter,.  Identified  of 
Clardla  cysts  was  made  using  direct  immuno 
fluorescence  (S.K.  Sorenson,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  written  commun.,  1985). 

Cvsts  of  Clardla  were  detected  in  27  of  78 

samples.  The  number  of  cysts  detected  ranged 
from  1 to  41.  Of  the  27  samples  P°s,t've  f°" 
Clardla.  only  1 cyst  was  detected  in  each  of  10 
samples,  2 cysts  were  detected  in  each  of  8 

samples,  3 cysts  were  detected  in  each  of  3 

.i.i  4 cvsts  were  detected  in  each  of  2 

SSS:  ,ndV  S.  6.  14.  *nd  41  cy.t.  w.r. 

detected  in  1 sample  each. 


From  USGS  OF-86-404 


EXPLANATION 

SAMPLING  SITE  AND  NUMBER  - Data  shown  in  table 
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OPEN  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  LANDS 
TO  RECREATIONAL  USES 


Resolution  from  the  Gay/Lesbian  Sierrans  Section  of  the  Bay  Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club  approved  by  the  GLS  Governing 
Committee  on  March  9,  1993  for  presentation  to  the  March  16  San  Francisco  Water  Department  public  comment  hearings 


WHEREAS 

The  City  of  San  Francisco  holds  a huge  amount  of  land  on  the  San 
Francisco  peninsula  that  is  currently  off-limits  to  the  public; 

Notwithstanding  this,  the  Water  Department  has  built  and  maintained  trails 
and  fire  roads  that  it  selectively  allows  its  constituents  to  use.  Such 
amenities  already  in  existence  include  picnic  areas,  hiking  and  horse  back 
riding  trails,  restrooms,  etc; 

The  GLS  Section  of  the  Sierra  Club  has  visited  Pilarcitos  Lake,  hiked  to 
Scarper  Peak,  and  hike  to  Old  Stone  Dam--all  areas  that  are  several  miles 
away  from  San  Andreas  and  Crystal  Springs  Reservoirs. 

These  lands  contain  old  growth  douglas  fir  and  other  important  species 
and  yet  are  located  just  14  miles  from  the  City; 

There  is  no  valid  reason  why  the  citizens  of  the  Bay  Area  should  not  be 
able  to  enjoy  the  Peninsula  watershed  lands; 

Absent  a verifiable  reason,  such  lands  should  be  open  to  the  public  for 
recreational  purposes;  and 

Recreational  uses  of  the  watershed  should  be  permitted  similar  to  those 
allowed  by  the  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility  District  and  the  Marin  Municipal 
Water  District; 

Therefore,  be  it  resolved  that  the  Gay  and  Lesbian  Section  of  the  Bay 
Chapter  of  the  Sierra  Club  urges  that  such  lands  be  opened  as  soon  as 
possible  by  the  Water  Department. 


Note  This  resolution  is  from  the  GsyVLesbten  ActMtrty  Section  ot  the  Bay  Chapter  o i the  Siena  Club  and  has  not  been  endorsed  by  the  Bay  Chapter  nor  the 
national  organization  c<  the  Siena  Club.  GLS  has  ever  1,200  members  in  the  Bay  Area. 


proposed 
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prepared  by  the  competitive  range  facilities  planning 
committee  of  the  san  mateo  county  parks  and 
recreation  commission  • October  1969  • 
county  government  center*  redwood  city • California- 


Competitive  R.m.,e  Faci  lilies  Plnnnimj  CummiUee 


3 


5 

s 

I 


t 

=2 


1 

I 

j 

s 

I 

1 


i 


5 

I 

3 


i 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 


Spec i o I acknowledgement  is  given  to  the  Coyote  Point 


lied  in  this  Range  Facilities  PI 


i 

i 

l ! 

5 o 

s s 

I 
1 
1 


1 a a 


•5 

i 


III!  < 

* s s ’ 1 

Hit! 

a a i ^ = 

• i a | 1 

I i I ; i 

5 1 ! i 1 
! I ' 


£ § 


- ? t 


u;  Z -5 


I * 

I I i 


l 


I - * 


S 

s 

f 


s 

r *■*  <-> 


r c 

c - 


I I , . 

1 I I E I I 

" U ^ ' 

i- 


i ! 


I 


Him 

: a =.  i i l ! 1 I i 

1 1 1 I I ; i i i I 


= : I I 

.Ml  i l 
s 1 i I : 
\ i \ a £ : 
| ! 1 | l i 


2 S 
I 1 

I 


I - 
1 1 

n 

s S 


* 1 


1 III1 
I ! i 1 1 


I 


| 

0 

1 * : 

IllHiH 

I I | : UP 


I 


S * % 

UHH 


U! 


Z — > 


S 


l! 

i a 

\\ 

! I 

5 I 


irtbLt  Ol  CONTENTS 


Itu  I lock : roqc  IB.  I Cover  * 'lustrations 

I ami  layout  by  Richard  P.  Wi 


CHAPTER  ONE 
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and  operation,  self  supporting.  The  range  sl»ould  be  200 


the  major  consideration  for  the  success  of  the  project. 
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FINANCING  THE  PROJECT 


do,,,,,  operation.  The  County  Is  studying  an  agreement  I development  of  the  proposed  ranges,  has  sought  to  keep  the 


from  various  government  programs,  and  leasing  arrangements  I available.  This  is  not  meant  to  be  discouraging,  it  is 
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APPENDIX  F 


SIGN-IN  SHEETS 

This  appendix  contains  copies  of  the  sign-in  sheets  from  the  Alameda, 
Peninsula  and  San  Francisco  workshops. 
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Olive  Mayer 

245  JOSS  ELLYN  LANE 
WOODSLDE.  CALIF.  94082 

415-851-7024 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Dept. 

0. 0.  Box  730 

Millbrae,  Ca.  94030  March  21,  1993 

Dear  Mr.  Stewart, 

Here  are  my  comments  on  the  planning  program  for  the  San 

Francisco  Watershed. 

1.  The  primary  goal  is  stated  as  the  maintenance  of  the 
quality  of  the  water.  Would  this  allow  a water  treatment 
plant  to  be  built  in  the  watershed?  There  should  be  a 
statement  that  no  major  structures  are  to  be  allowed  in 
the  watershed,  certainly  not  west  of  Canada  Road  or 
Highway  35. 

Water  quality  can  be  maintained  without  a treatment  plant 
by  preventing  damage  to  healthy  soil  and  water 
relationships  and  eliminating  pollutants  from  highway 
runoff,  erosion,  waste  disposal,  grading,  trail  or  road 
construction,  pipelines,  or  cutting  trees,  etc.  Much 
pollution  can  occur  through  normal  maintenance  and  should 
be  monitored  and  prevented. 

2 . The  level  of  use  of  the  watershed  must  be  strictly 
regulated  and  certain  established  carrying  capacity  limits 
set  for  every  area  or  ecosystem.  Some  areas  east  of 
Canada  Rd  and  some  trails  ( such  as  Sawyer  Camp  REoad  and 
its  extension)  opened  to  the  public  with  ranger 
supervision. 

3 . I believe  the  GGNRA  conservation  easement  covering  the 
area  west  of  Canada  Road  envisions  this  area  as  an 
ecological  preserve.  All  uses  here  should  be  in  harmony 
with  that  goal. 

4.  If  not  already  planned,  an  inventory  of  the  watershed's 
plants  and  animals  should  be  established  as  a baseline  for 
measuring  change.  Scientific  research  areas  should  be 
marked  and  protected. 

5.  Certain  absolutely  unique  areas  should  be  identified  and 
isolated  from  all  use. 

6.  Access  to  certain  trails  could  be  by  permit  to  those 


individuals  who  have  completed  a certain  amount  of 
volunteer  work  each  year  or  by  docent  led  excursions. 

A card  system  could  be  established  to  replace  the  present 
cumbersom  key  system,  (something  like  an  ATM  card) 

7.  A few  trails  along  the  borders  of  the  watershed  could  be 
fenced  and  open  to  the  public  with  conditions;  for  example 
a trail  connecting  Sweeney  Ridge  to  San  Pedro  Valley  Park 
and  McNee  Ranch  State  Park  or  Sweeney  Ridge  to  the  treail 
along  Route  #35. 

8.  Another  trail,  like  Sawyer  Camp  Road,  is  needed  between 
Edgewood  Road  and  Huddart  Park  via  the  Phleger  Property. 

9.  Educational  use  can  lead  to  50,000  school  children 
visitors  a year. This  too  must  be  controlled.  Children, 
like  adults,  may  need  to  earn  the  right  to  enter  the 
watershed  preserve.  They  might  be  admitted  to  carry  out 
some  project  of  restoration  or  enhancement. ...  to  work. 

Or  people  might  obtain  a permit  to  enter  after  a certain 
number  of  hours  of  volunteer  work  in  service  to  other 
parks  and  preserves.  Learn  from  the  Fitzgerald  Marine 
Reserve  where  thousands  of  school  children  are  trampling 
it  to  death. 

The  land  east  of  Canada  Road,  on  the  other  hand,  has  a 
recreational  easement  and  could  be  more  heavily  used.  It 
might  be  landscaped  with  native  plants  by  children  and 
volunteers  and  made  more  beautiful  and  adaptable  for  more 
heavy  public  use.  If  parking  weren't  such  a problem  you 
might  even  have  a 16"  deep  wading  pool  and  fountain  for 
snail  children.  It  perhaps  couldn't  be  big  enough  to 
accomodate  all  the  toddlers  and  their  picnicing  parents 
who  would  be  attracted  to  it.  Perhaps  its  popularity 
would  make  it  noisy  to  neighbors,  an  artificial  intrusion 
and  it  might  end  up  destructive.  Better  stick  with 
trails. 

A connection  is  needed  from  existing  trails  to  the  Pulgas 
Reserve  and  the  #280  vista  points. 

People  will  stay  on  trails  if  they  are  well  marked.  Loop 
trails  are  preferred  to  straight  lines.  The  location  of 
the  parking  will  determine  use.  Access  might  be  provided 


by  a shuttle  from  the  college  parking  lots  on  weekends 


10.  I certainly  would  not  recommend  any  use  such  as  golf, 
tennis,  baseball,  fishing,  swimming,  shooting,  even  East 
of  Canada  Rd.  There  is  too  heavy  a demand  for  the 
cheapest  of  all  recreations,  i.e. walking  in  a place  of 
beauty,  peace  and  quiet.  Because  of  the  huge  adjacent 
population  and  the  closeness  of  the  watershed  to  homes, 
people  need  and  crave  space  to  breathe  and  be  free. 

Don't  crown  them.  Stick  with  trails. 

11.  The  watershed  west  of  Canada  and  route  #35  should  be 
absolutely  preserved  as  is  for  the  plants  and  wildlife  as 
well  as  the  water  quality  and  nothing  should  be  allowed 
which  is  not  in  harmony  with  this  goal. 

Thanks  for  extending  the  comment  period  and  for  this 
opportunity  to  put  in  my  plug  for  the  living  plants  and 
animals  which  make  their  home  in  the  watershed.  Who  amongst 
us  does  not  bring  their  relatives  and  visiting  friends  from 
other  parts  of  the  United  States  to  see  the  Watershed?  There 
is  no  way  to  measure  the  pleasure  automobile  drivers  get  from 
simply  seeing  this  beautiful  forested  piece  of  land.  You 
are  holding  it  in  trust  for  future  generations. 

Sincerely, 

Olive  Mayer  0 


cc:  Ashley  Chistianson 
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he  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans  . 
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2)  GOALS 

no  you  have  anv  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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WHEN  YOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  THIS  SHEET, 

please  place  rr  in  the  comment  box  tonight  or 

MAIL  ITTO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  REVERSE  SIDE,  J 
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^ (3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY  ^ 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  ^tudy V 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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When  you  have  completed  this  sheet, "please  place  it  in  the  comment  box  tonight  or 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  In  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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3)  ADDmONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed+n  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 

S'-lt  ty'sr.&'t.  U-l  4./ .fit  u i 

St  * f 'si  C,.  r y- f ^2us 'J^z 

■ 2S,J~t?r.Li-X£-6.  SiJnjJ  --  - V>—  — . L A^.LrLSS  ■ £Li,uyt_  S^tLsi-'/'’ y/  . 

ft 

V > 

/ A 
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Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY  > 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish^^ 
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5)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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jr  1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY  ^ 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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r 1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  N 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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When  you  have  completed  this  sheet,  please  place  it  in  the  comment  box  tonight  or 
use  this  address  to  mail  in  your  written  comments  or  to  request  a copy  of  the  work- 
shop summary  report:  Ed  Stewart 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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WHEN  VOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  THIS  SHEET, 
PLEASE  PLACE  IT  IN  THE  COMMENT  BOX  TONIGHT  OR 
MAIL  ITTO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  REVERSE  SIDE 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY  ^ 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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4)  YOUR  GOAL 

What  is  the  one  thing  you  would  like  to  see  the  management  plans  accomplish? 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES  ^ 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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WHEN  YOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  THIS  SHEET, 
PLEASE  PLACE  IT  IN  THE  COMMENT  BOX  TONIGHT  OR 
MAIL  IT  TO  THE  ADDRESS  ON  THE  REVERSE  SIDE, 
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3)  ADDITIONAL  STUDY 

Do  you  see  a need  for  areas  of  additional  study? 
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1)  ADDITIONAL  ISSUES 

Considering  the  issues  presented,  are  there  any  additional  issues  that  should 
be  addressed  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans? 


2)  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  presented? 
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Frank  J.  George 
3716  Kenwood  Ave. 

San  Mateo,  CA  94403 


March  13,  1993 


Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Dept. 

P.O.  Box  730 
Millbre , CA  94030 

Dear  Sir: 

SSSS:" 

a tragedy. 

Please  do  not  let  sPeci^i“beautiful°p?ace 
force  you  into  openrng^th^  polluted, 

trashSwou!d  become' a problem  and  wild  Irfe 
would  be  threatened. 

Let's  keep  at  least  one  pldcea  person  ban  go 
to  get  away  from  commercialism. 
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1170  Santa  Cruz  Avenue 
Menlo  Parky  CA  94025 
April  5 r 1993 


Mr.  Ed  Sfuwart , 

San  Francisco  Water  Dept. 

1000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 

Sub.iect;  Utilization  of  Crystal  Springs  WA&er  Shed 

V/e  appose  any  changes  in^resent  utilization  of  the 
Crystal  Springs  Water  Shed  Property. 

'Thru  Mid-Peiiinsula  Open  Space  program  there  is  sufficient 
area  for  enjoyment  of  the  outdoors* 

Do  not  ruin  the  beautiful,,  pristine  Crystal  Springs  area 
by  permitting  any  increased  use.  Even  hikers  can  ruin 
or  seriously  harm  the  area  thru  overuse  or  misuse. 

Thank  you. 


Edward  R.  Brown 


p»s_«N  * PATRICIA  CUi-BE RTtiDN 

4 i Crapmont  Wav 
Wood side-  California  BASSE 

fiDn  1 1.  1993 
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Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

Sar,  Francisco  Water-  Deoartmer-t 
1S0S  Ei  Cam i no  Real 
Mi 1 1 brae.  CA  BAS3S 


Dear  Mr.  Stewarts 

For  some  time,  oeoole  have  been  dumoing  sales  of ^ 
dart  on  the  Water  Department  Rmht-of  Wav  wher_  - 
crosses  Massachusetts  Avenue/ Woodside  Drive  on 
the  bound arv  between  Redwood  City  and  Wood sad  - 
Recent 1 v we  counted  einnt  cart  Dales,  some 
includina  larne  chunks  of  concrete. 

We  oass  this  soot  several  times  daaly  as  we  go 
back  and  forth  from  our  home  in  Woodsioe  H.l,-- 
The  natural  appearance  of  the  Racht-oT-Way  as 
beino  denraded.  We  wonder  if  there  as  sometnanp 
you  can  do  to  net  thas  practice  stooped. 

We  appreciate  your  attention  to  this  matter.. 
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KELSO  BROOKMAN  REALTORS 


April  7,  1993 
Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Watershed  Management 
P O.  Box  730 
Millbrae,  California  94030 

Dear  Mr.  Stewart, 

I spoke  with  Mr.  Naras  this  morning  and  he  suggested  that  I write  to  you  requesting  that  my 
name  be  placed  on  the  mailing  list  of  the  equestrian  groups  involved  with  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Planning  Group.  I am  a past  President  of  the  Peninsula  Carriage  Driving  Club 
located  in  Woodside,  California  and  we  have  enjoyed  semi-annual  picnic  drives  in  the 
Watershed  for  nearly  a decade.  Although  I am  aware  that  other  equestrian  groups  are  involved 
in  the  Watershed  planning,  our  interest  is  slightly  different  that  mounted  equestrians  as  many  of 
our  group  and  many  in  our  sport  never  ride  at  all,  rather  we  drive  carriages. 

I have  notified  the  president  of  the  Peninsula  Carriage  Driving  Club  of  this  letter  and  I am 
hoping  that  input  from  the  Club  might  be  useful  to  you.  We  prize  the  privilege  of  driving  in  the 
Watershed,  especially  knowing  that  it  is  an  old  carriage  road  from  the  early  days  of  settlements 
on  the  Peninsula. 

I look  forward  to  hearing  from  you  and  I am  happy  to  help  in  any  way  I can. 


Sincerely, 


Marty  Kelso  Brookman  (Mrs.) 

Broker 

Past  President  of  the  Peninsula  Carriage  Driving  Club 
Watershed  Picnic  Drive  Chairman 


680  Manzanita  Way  Woodside,  California  94062 


415*851*2027 


Fax  415*851*2028 


Mobil  415*990*3913 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
golden  gate  national  recreation  area 

FORT  MASON,  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94123 
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IN  REPLY  REFER  TO: 


L7  6 (WR—GOGA) 
April  2,  1993 


Ed  Stewart 
Watershed  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 
p.O.  Box  730 

Millbrae,  California  94030 
Dear  Ed: 

I have  reviewed  the  memo  that  you  sent  with  San  “ateo  County 's 
evaluation  of  the  proposed  connector  trails  within  the  Scenic  an 
Recreation  Easement.  I am  sorry  that  we  were  unable' to  .fenced 
phone  before  today.  The  project  description  that  was  referenced 
was  not  included  with  the  materials  that  we  received,  so  the  only 
information  that  I had  to  respond  to  was  in  your  memo  and  the 
environmental  checklist  and  map. 

We  clearly  need  to  be  involved  in  the  review  of  this  project.  The 
checklist  notes  several  instances  where  impacts  could  be 
significant,  and  the  attached  map  shows  the  proximity  of  many 
sensitive  species.  We  would  like  to  review  the  project  description 
and  look  at  the  site  with  you.  We  would  like  to  be  consulted 
during  preparation  of  the  Negative  Declaration.  Formal  comments 
from  the  Superintendent  will  be  sent  when  we  have  received  more 
information  on  this  project. 


Sincerely, 

Nancy  Homor 
Park  Planner 


mu 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
1000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Peter  & JacLi  Moseley 


April  6,  1993 


Re:  S.F.  watershed 
Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

I am  responding  to  an  article  in  "the  Almanac"  of  24  March,  1993  in  which 
plans  for  possibly  opening  up  the  San  Francisco  watershed  were  discussed. 

I would  like  to  be  on  record  as  opposing  any  plan  to  make  that  space  available 
to  the  general  public  for  any  purpose.  The  large  open  spaces  created  by  the 
Stanford  land  and  the  S.  F.  watershed  as  seen  from  highway  280  are  two  of  the 
most  attractive  parts  of  the  whole  peninsula  and  one  of  several  reasons  why  I 
like  to  live  around  here.  There  is  no  need  to  increase  the  risk  of  fire,  disturb 
the  habitats  of  the  many  species  that  must  inhabit  the  space,  or  set  a precedent 
for  the  further  incursion  of  mankind.  I strongly  urge  you  to  keep  the  far 
sighted  practices  instituted  by  your  predecessors  intact. 

There  will  always  be  pressure  to  open  the  space  up,  but  please  resist  it  with 
your  every  fiber.  Our  descendants  will  only  thank  us  for  it. 


Yours  truly. 


280  Golden  Hill.  Drire,  PortoU  Valle7  CA  94028-7613  Tel:  415-851-7411 


K o s c d e U . S t-  e n s r u d 


2 C a r o 1 i n a La n e 


Atherton,  CA . 94027 
Ph:  415-363-0979 


Mr . Ed  Stewart 

S a n Franc  isc o W a t e r-  D e p a r t m e n t 
1 0 0 0 El  C a rri i n o Real 
Mi  librae,  CA  94030 

Dear  Mr.  Stewart 

Subject:  Should  S.  F.  Watershed  Be  Opened  Up  To  Recreation? 

We  are  opposed— against  to  making  any  part  of  the  present  S.  F 
watershed  area  open  to  any  form  of  recreational  use.  There  are 
adequate  areas  in  use  already  and  no  matter  how  many  rules  there  are 
in  the  recreational  areas,  there  is  still  contamination  by  unthinking 


rulv  yours, 


.csa r c ca 


Roscoe  and  Frances  S Lens rud 


Mr  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 


Tue,  Mar  16,  1993 


1 000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae,  Ca.  94030 

Dear  Mr.  Stewart, 

I am  sorry  I was  unable  to  attend  either  of  the  public  meetings  that 
were  scheduled  to  discuss  future  uses  of  the  23,000  acre  watershed 
area  on  the  Peninsula  that  is  operated  by  the  Water  Department. 
However  I would  like  to  express  my  support  for  inclusion  of  a rifle 
and  pistol  range  in  the  development  plan. 

Many  people  who  enjoy  the  shooting  sports  have  been  without  a 
public  facility  on  the  Peninsula  since  the  Sharp  Park  range  was 
closed.  This  has  worked  a hardship  on  many.  The  watershed  area  is 
ideal  for  such  a shooting  facility,  as  it  is  convenient  to  most  people, 
while  still  being  remote  enough  so  as  not  to  pose  a hazard.  I 
especially  endorse  the  area  that  was  formerly  a quarry. 

Many  kinds  of  uses  and  recreational  interests  can  be  served  in  the 
watershed  acreage.  The  obvious  need  for  a rifle  and  pistol  range  on 
the  Peninsula  must  recommend  such  a use  greatly.  Please  consider 
such  development  in  your  plan, 


Denny  Delkj 
Box  901 

Pacifica,  Ca.  94044 
(415)  355-2262 
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The  reason  we  are  here  tonight  is  due  to  the  one  word  " Environment- 
alism" that  became  socially  acceptable  after  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  Df  1969  was  adopted.  The  majority  of  Americans  approved 
the  initial  concepts  ofthis  program-  protecting  our  ecology  and 
habitat  and  the  wilderness  areas.  To  prevent  all  the  abuses  of 
toxic  waste,  nuclear  an  d chemical  spill  that  had  been  unregulated. 

The  guilty  partiees  v/ere  our  government,  the  military,  industry, 
public  utilities,  including  commercial  and  industrial  developers. 
Environmentalism  became  extremely  popular  based  on  its  original  intent 
the  protection  of  wilderness,  open  space  and  the  other  current  abuses. 
The  sucess  of  the  movement  widened  the  scope  of  their  field  to 
include  air  and  water  quality,  health  hazards,  contaminated  foods, 
oil  spills,  and  even  the  protection  of  sub  speciesof  sub  species  of 
wild  life  and  plants. 

Encouraged  by  their  sucess,  they  quickly  became  a well  organized, 
financed,  and  political  power.  The  main  group  is  in  our  area  is 
known  as  the  Sierra  Club  supported  by  the  California  Native  Plant 
Society,  the  Committee  for  Green  Hills,  Green  Belt  Alliance  to  name 
a few.  They  quickly  form  new  groups  to  fit  the  local  problems  being 
contested.  In  our  case  it  was  the  Save  Edgewwod  Park.  The  membership  tha 
was  60,000  in  the  60’s  is  now  the  new  coalition  of  186,000. 

They  have  developed  a strong  political  base,  infiltrated  our 
Parks  and  Recreation  Commissions,  MPROS,  and  many  other  positions 
that  can  advance  their  goals.  One  has  only  to  consider  our  conflict 
and  the  Maher  Resolution  which  defeated  a course  for  both  your  city 
and  San  Mateo „ Therd  is  no  doubt  they  can  intimidate  our  elected 
representatives  into  making  bad  decision  to  support  special  interests. 

Flushed  with  their  sucess  and  power,  the  envirocrats  have  abused  their 
power  by  endangering  public  safety,  that  of  lumberjacks,  chained 
themselves  as  sacrifices  to  prevent  the  completion  of  needed  water 
projects.  The  last  being  especially  distressful  during  our  drought. 

They  seem  to  believe  they  have  a " divine  right"  to  impose  their  wishes 
upon  a community  whether  or  not  they  are  members  of  it  or  not. 


2.  3.13.93 


We  golfers  believed  that  having  Drovided  ample  Open  Space  and  for, 
all  other  sports  activities  and  the  usual  activies  associated  with 
parks,  preserves  we  were  at  least  entitled  to  One  public  links 
for  all  of  San  Mateo.  This  was  not  to  be-  the  north  watershed  was 
rejected  with  the  recommendation  we  place  it  on  the  surplus  cpllege 
site  at  Edgewood.  When  this  was  secured  for  golfing  and  a recreational 
•park  it  was  again  rejected-  with  the  promise  if  it  were  placed  on 
the  South  Watershed  it  would  have  their  blessing,  by  changing  the 
hierachy  in  charge  we  still  haven't  been  able  to  realize  our  goal 
just  one  golf  course.  As  a former  President  of  the  San  Maeto  Board 
of  Supervisors  said,  " I am  tired  of  this  bait  and  switch"  so  are  we. 

To  add  insult  to  injury  we  are  now  being  dlayed  by  a Task  force 
that  has  examined  22  sites  without  any  one  site  being  approved.  This 
is  a duplicate  of  the  Maher  Resolution  , which  effectively  blocked 
Mayor  Agnos's  desire  to  have  a golf  course  on  the  south  portion  to 
accomodate  the  golfers  of  your  city  and  our  county. 

There  are  reasons  enough  in  the  report  prepared  by  your  Legislative 
Policy  Staff  to  approve  this  and  other  recreational  needs  of  both 
our  communities.  I would  suggest  you  start  with  the  golfing  facities, 
a low  impact  sport  to  prove  to  the  environmental  community  that 
golf  and  other  activites  can  co-  exist.  We  contend  that  it  will 
actually  improve  the  environmental  habitat,  and  wild  life,  while 
providing  a firebreak  in  addition  to  other  advantages.  At  the  lastmeeting 
you  requested  that  your  staff  report  the  revenue  produce  by  your  cities 
corses,  todate  we  have  yet  to  be  appraised  of  this. 

In  checking  with  a former  sports  writter,  who  claimed  to  have  assisted 
in  securing  fishing  for  Lake  Merced,  he  stated  that  a properly  run 
program  would  be  very  desireable.  On  contacting  P.G.&  E.  they  attested 
their  program  regarding  their  reservoirs  had  been  very  sucessful, 
as  are  those  of  txther  cities  who  have  made  similar  programs  available. 


In  conclusion,  I would  like  to  recommend  to  our  opposition  the  advice 
of  Attorney  Reno,  thaf'they  not  speak  out  of  both  sides  of  th£<*r  mouths" 


3 3.10.93 


While  she  is  a true  environmentalist,  in  testifying  she  stated 
'*  I want  to  do  everything  I can  to  ensure  equal  opportunities  for 
all  Americans".  That  is  what  we  are  asking  for  tonight-  justice  for 
all  the  citizens  of  our  communities.  I believe  we  can  work  together 
for  the  benefit  of  all,  without  the  input  of  special  interests. 


Dean  EcKan 
235  Park  Ave. 

San  Carlos,  Calif.  9^070 
Fhdine  415-593-0977 


The  Mycological  Society  of  San  Francisco,  Inc. 

Post  Office  Box  xam  882163 
San  Francisco.  California  94188-2163 


1.  We  provide  yearly  scholarships  for  students  pursuing  research  projects. 

2.  Members  have  led  free  public  walks  for  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for 
years  at  the  Legion  of  the  Palace  of  Honor.  Thousands  of  people  have  been 
introduced  to  the  serious  discussion  of  mushroom  varieties  found  there. 

3.  We  have  led  walks  into  parks  and  open  spaces  for  other  groups 

interested  in  natural  science  such  as:  Native  Plant  Society,  Alpine  Club, 

school  groups,  gardening  societies.  Sierra  Clubs,  etc.. 

4.  Since  1967  we  have  presented  public  demonstrations  called  "Fungus 

Fairs"  in  S.F..  Burlingame.  Marin  County  and  Oakland,  in  which  we  have 
demonstrated  hundreds  of  aesthetically  displayed  and  identified 
mushrooms,  as  well  as  the  many  uses  to  which  mushrooms  have  been 
applied.  Textile  dying,  discussions  of  poisoning  as  well  as  edibility,  slide 
shows  on  a wide  varietiy  of  topics,  cultivation  exhibits  are  shown.  People 
are  invited  to  bring  specimens  from  home  so  that  they  can  appreciate 
nature's  free  and  beautiful  landscaping. 

5.  Each  month  we  are  educated  by  professional  and  amateur  speakers 

from  many  parts  of  the  world  who  present  slide  shows  bringing  us  up  to 
date  or  showing  us  strange  and  wonderful  forms  from  distant  lands. 

6.  Many  young  men  and  women  have  been  turned  on  to  a life  of  study  in 

the  professional  world  of  mycology  after  having  been  inspired  by  our 

programs  and  communing  with  our  members. 

7.  A group  of  our  members  have  arranged  themselves  in  a communication 

network  to  volunteer  to  identify  mushrooms  in  coordination  with  local 
Poison  Control  Centers  in  cases  where  people  and  animals  have  ingested 

unknown  or  threatening  mushrooms.  The  Bay  Area  has  the  best  organized 
group  in  America  to  be  close  enough  to  the  public  to  study  the  offending 
organisms  at  first  hand. 

8.  MSSF  doctors  have  acted  as  consultants  in  serious  mushroom  poisoning 
cases  for  Emergency  Rooms  and  hospitals  where  such  cases  are  rarely  seen. 

9.  Our  Toxicology  Committee  is  currently  working  with  the  North  American 
Mushroom  Registry  to  develop  similar  networks  of  identifiers  from  other 
mushroom  societies  in  the  USA  and  Canada. 

10.  We  publish  a monthly  newsletter  distributed  to  organizations  in  North 
America  and  other  continents  which  is  frequently  quoted  by  others. 

11.  Members  present  slide  shows  for  groups  such  as  the  antique  fruit 
growers,  orchardists,  foresters  gardening  societies,  schools  at  all  levels. 

12.  We  undulge  in  continued  discussions  in  concern  for  habitat 
preservation,  the  ethics  of  collecting  and  the  risks  of  endangering  forest 
and  mushroom  species. 
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DISCUSSION  OF  SOCIAL  AND  EDUCATIONAL  FUNCTIONS  OF  THE 
MYCOLOGICAL  SOCIETY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  FOR  EDAW  PREPARATION  OF 
S.F.WATER  DEPT.  GENERAL  PLAN  . 3-11-93: 


It  is  my  purpose  to  bring  to  EDAW’s  attention  the  history  of  close 
collaboration  between  the  Mycology  (Mushroom)  Society  of  San  Francisco 
and  the  S.F.  Water  Department.  We  have  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  entering 
watershed  lands  several  times  each  year  for  beginner's  instruction  as  well 
as  for  collecting  specimens  for  public  educational  demonstrations  attended 
by  many  young  people. 

We  support  the  controlled  access  policy  which  has  allowed  us  to  carry  out 
our  program.  We  are  appearing  today  to  request  that  our  organization  be 

allowed  to  continue  in  the  same  manner  in  the  future. 

There  are  many  spin-offs  from  our  studies  of  mushroom  material.  The  S.F. 
Water  Company  probably  has  little  idea  how  important  a contribution  to 
education  and  science  is  made  when  our  group  intensively  concentrates  on 

this  life  form.  I want  to  help  you  become  aware  of  some  of  these  special 

effects  of  your  kindness. 

Most  people  think  of  a mushroom  society  as  a group  of  hobbyists  who 
tramp  through  the  woods  gathering  mushrooms  for  home  consumption  or 

recently  for  commercial  sales.  This  is  not  an  accurate  description  of  our 
activities.  We  are  a non-profit  organization  and  we  perform  a wide  variety 
of  functions  of  social  significance,  scientific  worth  and  educational  value. 

The  following  free  public  services  can  only  be  prepared  for  by  means  of 
the  continued  study  of  fungal  life  forms.  The  majority  of  mushrooms  can 
only  be  encountered  in  unimpacted  open  spaces.  We  depend  upon  the 
opportunity  to  foray  into  whatever  forests,  parks  and  undamaged  land  we 
are  allowed  to  enter.  We  must  remove  representative  specimens  to 
continue  microscopic  and  chemical  studies  in  school  laboratories  or  our 
homes,  if  we  are  amateurs.  The  systematic  study  of  mycology  is  a 

relatively  recent  science.  There  is  still  much  to  be  observed.  There  are 
many  gaps  in  our  knowledge.  New  species  are  identified  with  regularity. 
Many  contributions  to  the  biochemical  and  genetic  nature  of  these 
organisms  have  been  made  by  local  investigators.  New  findings  are  not 
limited  to  professionals.  Worthy  amateurs  bring  in  newly  found  species, 
contribute  to  education  at  lower  school  levels  and  perform  socially 
creditable  acts  as  we  will  describe: 


1.  We  provide  yearly  scholarships  for  students  pursuing  research  projects. 

2.  Members  have  ied  free  public  waiks  for  the  city  of  San  Francisco  for 
years  at  the  Legion  of  the  Palace  of  Honor.  Thousands  of  people  have  been 
introduced  to  the  serious  discussion  of  mushroom  varieties  found  there. 

3.  We  have  led  walks  into  parks  and  open  spaces  for  other  groups 

interested  in  natural  science  such  as:  Native  Plant  Society,  Alpine  Club, 

school  groups,  gardening  societies.  Sierra  Clubs,  etc.. 

4.  Since  1967  we  have  presented  public  demonstrations  called  "Fungus 

Fairs"  in  S.F.,  Burlingame.  Marin  County  and  Oakland,  in  which  we  have 
demonstrated  hundreds  of  aesthetically  displayed  and  identified 

mushrooms,  as  well  as  the  many  uses  to  which  mushrooms  have  been 
applied..  Textile  dying,  discussions  of  poisoning  as  well  as  edibility,  slide 
shows  on  a wide  varietiy  of  topics,  cultivation  exhibits  are  shown.  People 
are  invited  to  bring  specimens  from  home  so  that  they  can  appreciate 
nature's  free  and  beautiful  landscaping. 

5.  Each  month  we  are  educated  by  professional  and  amateur  speakers 
from  many  parts  of  the  world  who  present  slide  shows  bringing  us  up  to 
date  or  showing  us  strange  and  wonderful  forms  from  distant  lands. 

6.  Many  young  men  and  women  have  been  turned  on  to  a life  of  study  in 
the  professional  world  of  mycology  after  having  been  inspired  by  our 
programs  and  communing  with  our  members. 

7.  A group  of  our  members  have  arranged  themselves  in  a communication 
network  to  volunteer  to  identify  mushrooms  in  coordination  with  local 
Poison  Control  Centers  in  cases  where  people  and  animals  have  ingested 
unknown  or  threatening  mushrooms.  The  Bay  Area  has  the  best  organized 
group  in  America  to  be  close  enough  to  the  public  to  study  the  offending 
organisms  at  first  hand. 

8.  MSSF  doctors  have  acted  as  consultants  in  serious  mushroom  poisoning 
cases  for  Emergency  Rooms  and  hospitals  where  such  cases  are  rarely  seen. 

9.  Our  Toxicology  Committee  is  currently  working  with  the  North  American 
Mushroom  Registry  to  develop  similar  networks  of  identifiers  from  other 
mushroom  societies  in  the  USA  and  Canada. 

10.  We  publish  a monthly  newsletter  distributed  to  organizations  in  North 
America  and  other  continents  which  is  frequently  quoted  by  others. 

11.  Members  present  slide  shows  for  groups  such  as  the  antique  fruit 
growers,  orchardists.  foresters  gardening  societies,  schools  at  all  levels. 

12.  We  undulge  in  continued  discussions  in  concern  for  habitat 
preservation,  the  ethics  of  collecting  and  the  risks  of  endangering  forest 
and  mushroom  species. 


13.  We  have  offered  seminars  and  workshops  for  mushroom  study. 

14.  Financial  support  has  been  given  for  other  individuals  to  produce 
videos  or  public  demonstrations  about  mushroom  uses,  such  as  for  the 
dying  of  Fibers  or  making  paper  from  mushroom  materials. 

15.  We  put  on  a beginners  educational  program  to  acquaint  newcomers 
with  the  intricacies  of  using  keys  and  safety  measures. 

16.  We  have  published  cumulative  lists  of  mushrooms  identified  at  our 
shows,  summaries  of  poisoning  incidents  in  the  Bay  Area  and  a nationally 
distributed  cookbook. 

17.  We  are  not  a frivolous  group. 

There  is  no  apparent  effect  on  the  watershed  environment  or  in  the 
production  of  mushrooms  after  collections  have  been  made  over  a period 
of  27  years.  This  demonstrates  that  we  have  been  successful  in  keeping 
the  negative  impact  of  our  efforts  at  a minimum. 

The  Council  of  our  organization  has  asked  me  to  to  thank  the  S.F.W.Co.  for 
their  courtesy  and  cooperation  in  making  it  possible  for  us  to  have 
accomplished  such  worthwhile  activities  as  we  have  listed.  We  hope  that 
you  will  plan  for  and  recommend  that  the  water  company's  support  will 
continue. 


William  B.  Freedman 


cc.:  Ken  Everett.  President.  MSSF 


Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  answer  my  questions  last  week.  I 
would  like  to  be  kept  informed  of  the  progress  on  the  development  of 
the  masterplan  for  the  watersheds  noted  in  the  SF  Examiner  article  of 
3/17/93. 

I believe  an.,  unusual  opportunity  has  presented  itself  with  the 
initiation  of  this  process.  Since  water  is  quickly  becoming  a scarce, 
vital  resource,  I propose  a complete  upstream,  downstream  audit  of 
these  watersheds . 

A coalition  of  groups  with  common  interests  including 
recreationalists  as  well  as  hydrologists  and  environmentalists  could 
be  gathered  to  create  a model  of  watershed  management  that  could  be 
replicated  throughout  the  country.  While  it  is  clear  that  funding 
from  the  usual  resources  are  limited,  I believe  that  funding  could 
come  from  such  varied  sources  as  non-profit  foundations  and  private 
businesses,  agencies  such  as  the  DWR,  the  Army  Corps  and  the  US 
Geological  Survey,  and  universities  as  well  as  professional 
associations  such  as  the  research  foundation  of  the  AWWA.  "Sparing" 
amongst  groups,  as  the  Examiner  article  states,  would  not  be  an 
appropriate  way  of  describing  such  an  effort:  pragmatism  and 
cooperation  would  rule  over  confrontation. 

In  my  opinion  the  key  elements  for  marshalling  these  resources  is  in 
1)  the  collaborative  effort  and,  2)  the  data  based  developed  that  has 
usefulness  far  beyond  these  particular  watersheds.  The  data  base  also 
becomes  the  standard  for  monitoring  the  watershed  in  the  future. 
Monitoring  would  be  a critical  component  to  this  process:  adjustments 
for  improvement  based  on  new  information  would  be  ongoing. 

Please  feel  free  to  call  upon  me  if  you  are  interested  in  discussing 
this  idea  further  — 

Very  truly  yours, 


Terry  Marasco  *■' 

H T W 0,  Inc. 

TERRY  MARASCO 

90  Park  Ridge  Drive  No.  2 San  Francisco,  CA  94131 
415  <*  285  » 5921 


23  March  1993 

Edward  H.  Steward.  Manager 
3FWD , Watershed  Division 
PO  Box  730 

Mill  brae,  California  94030 
Dear  Mr . Steward : 

The  Mill  brae  Sun  carried  an  article  on  March  17th 
concerning  the  proposals  currently  being  considered  bv  the 
SFWD  to  open  the  Crystal  Sorinqs  area  -for  recreational  use. 

Although  SFWD  officials  have  stated  that  they  believe 
that  changes  to  the  Crystal  Springs  environment  can  be  made 
while  maintaining  water  Quality,  there  are  many  other 
reasons  why  changes  should  not  be  made.  To  1 ist  a few; 

1.  this  is  one  of  the  few  areas  in  the  county  where  there 
are  still  open  areas  that  are  relatively  undisturbed  by 
humans  . 

2.  there" are  hundreds  of  animal  species  that  will  be  greatly 
disturbed  by  the  encroachment  of  human  activity  and  who 
will  be  forced  to  retreat  to  evei — shrinking  territory. 

3.  there  are  hundreds  of  species  of  plants,  including 
well-established  mushroom  populations  that  will  be 
disturbed  or  will  disappear  with  the  intrusion  of  human 
activity . 

4.  any  motorized  activity  that  will  bring  noise  to  the  area 
will  cause  the  animal  life  to  leave  the  area. 

5.  the  idea  of  estabishinq  a snooting  range,  a golf  course 
and/or  boating  is  total  1 y repellent  to  anyone  who  values 
the  natural  environment  of  Crystal  Springs.  No  amount  of 
planning  could  protect  the  area  from  the  negative  impact 
of  such  activities. 

6.  at  the  present  time,  people  can  walk  or  bike  the  Sawver 
Camp  roads  and  thoroughly  en.ioy  contact  with  nature  and 
breath  f^esh  air  to  bring  some  bal ance  in  their  1 ives 
amid  the  increasing  stress  of  living  m the  Bay  Area.  In 
our  walks  we  have  been  privi lined  to  see  local  and 
migrator'-'  birds,  owls,  families  of  deer  (including  does 
with  their  fawns)  . insects,  butterflies,  snakes,  wild 
flowers,  a large  variety  of  trees  and  bushes  (including 
hazelnut),  frogs,  salamanders,  snails,  and  water  fowl  . We 
have  seen  bob— cats . rabbits,  and  a coyote  walking  on  the 
path  or  in  the  meadows  and  we  were  priviliged  to  see  a 
cougar  at  some  distance  at  the  edge  of  the  water. 

7.  the  SFWD  is  in  a wonderful  position  to  preserve  the 
pristine  area  of  its  property  for  future  generations  of 
humans  and  other  species.  Some  people  feel  that  we  must 
“make  use"  of  space  by  introducing  invasive  activities 
into  open  territory.  This  is  the  90's  and  we  should  have 
1 earned  bv  now  that  we  have  to  protect  . not  use  g un- 
natural resources. 

8.  opening  the  land  to  human  use  will  introduce  vehicles  and 
reau.ire  the  cl  earing  of  vegetation  for  roads  and  otner 


accomodations  which  will  have  a negative  i mo act  on  the 
air  dual  ity  o-f  the  area. 

Please  do  not  relax  restrictions  on  the  use  or  Crvstal 
borings  and  the  other  ooen  spaces  in  San  Mateo.  A1  ameda 
Counties  and  the  San  Antonio  Reservoir. 


Cean  M.  Cons,  PhD  Rafel  Cons,  Jr.  , M.S. 

1076  Creep i Dr  1076  Creso i Dr 
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v^ity  & County  of  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Water  Supply  Division 
Watershed  Management 


January  16,  1993 


Kris  S.  Johnston 

574  Mountain  Home  Road 

Woodside,  CA  94062 

Dear  Ms.  Johnston: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  concerning  the  increase  of  the  equestrian  fee  for  1993. 
Several  criteria  were  considered  prior  to  the  decision  to  increase  the  fee.  In 
addition  to  the  costs  directly  associated  with  the  adminstration  of  250-300 
permits  each  year,  we  also  considered  the  costs  of  monitoring  and  maintaining  the 
permit  system  by  our  field  personnel.  The  following  summarizes  the  costs  included 
in  our  assessment. 

Each  permit  request  received  takes  approximately  2 hours  of  staff  and  clerical 
time  to  answer  telephone  inquiries,  mail  application s) , process  the  application, 
mail  the  permit,  transmit  checks  to  the  City,  and  maintain  computer  records.  Also 
included  is  the  cost  of  managing  the  equestrian  system  by  planning  for  signs, 
preparing  maps,  and  working  with  local  agencies.  The  estimated  cost  for  this 
service  is  $60.00. 

Field  personnel  spend  a portion  of  their  time  verifying  permits  issued  and 
maintaining  equestrian  facilities  such  as  rest  rooms,  signs,  water  troughs, 
gates,  locks  and  personal  keys,  and  other  facilities  specifically  provided  as  a 
service  for  equestrian  users.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $40.00. 

Public  access  to  some  20  miles  of  trails  on  the  Peninsula  Watershed  at  no  cost 
and  without  a permit  remains  an  opportunity  for  trail  users  of  all  types. 
Regulated  access  to  an  additional  30  plus  miles  of  roads  available  for  equestrian 
use  is  a privilege  that  only  equestrians  presently  have  but  one  that  is  sought 
by  many  other  types  of  users.  Some  equestrian  users  view  the  equestrian  permit 
as  a historic  right  to  be  extended  to  them  at  no  additional  cost. 

This  tension  calls  into  question  the  equestrian  permit  system  and,  if  nothing 
else,  the  fee  for  the  privilege  it  brings  to  each  permit  holder.  The  greater 
question  of  the  future  of  the  equestrian  trail  system  will  be  reviewed  in  the 
Water  Department's  forthcoming  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Public 
announcements  about  workshops  to  be  held  in  March  related  to  the  planning  project 
will  be  made  in  February. 

If  you  are  interested  in  these  workshops,  or  would  like  to  discuss  this  further, 
you  may  call  me  at  (415)  872-5931. 


Sincerely, 


EDWARD  H. STEWART 
Watershed  Manager 


cc:  J.Mullane  E. Stewart 
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City  & County  of  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Water  Supply  Division 
Watershed  Management 


February  2,  1993 


Ms.  Christina  Romano  Puckett 
521  Rocky  Way 
Woodside,  CA  94062 

Dear  Ms.  Puckett: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  concerning  the  increase  of  the  equestrian  fee  for  1993. 
Several  criteria  were  considered  prior  to  the  decision  to  increase  the  fee.  In 
addition  to  the  costs  directly  associated  with  the  adminstration  of  250-300  permits 
each  year,  we  also  considered  the  costs  of  monitoring  and  maintaining  the  permit 
system  by  our  field  personnel.  The  following  summarizes  the  costs  included  in  our 
assessment . 

Each  permit  request  received  takes  approximately  2 hours  of  staff  and  clerical  time 
to  answer  telephone  inquiries,  mail  application (s) , process  the  application,  mail 
the  permit,  transmit  checks  to  the  City,  and  maintain  computer  records.  Also 
included  is  the  cost  of  managing  the  equestrian  system  by  planning  for  signs, 
preparing  maps,  and  working  with  local  agencies.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service 
is  $60.00. 

Field  personnel  spend  a portion  of  their  time  verifying  permits  issued  and 
maintaining  equestrian  facilities  such  as  rest  rooms,  signs,  water  troughs,  gates, 
locks  and  personal  keys,  and  other  facilities  specifically  provided  as  a service  for 
equestrian  users.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $40.00. 

Public  access  to  some  20  miles  of  trails  on  the  Peninsula  Watershed  at  no  cost  and 
without  a permit  remains  an  opportunity  for  trail  users  of  all  types.  Regulated 
access  to  an  additional  30  plus  miles  of  roads  available  for  equestrian  use  is  a 
privilege  that  only  equestrians  presently  have  but  one  that  is  sought  by  many  other 
types  of  users.  Some  equestrian  users  view  the  equestrian  permit  as  a historic  right 
to  be  extended  to  them  at  no  additional  cost. 

This  tension  calls  into  question  the  equestrian  permit  system  and,  if  nothing  else, 
the  fee  for  the  privilege  it  brings  to  each  permit  holder.  The  greater  question  of 
the  future  of  the  equestrian  trail  system  will  be  reviewed  in  the  Water  Department's 
forthcoming  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Public  announcements  about 
workshops  to  be  held  in  March  related  to  the  planning  project  will  be  made  in 
February. 

If  you  are  interested  in  these  workshops,  or  woulc  like  to  discuss  this  further,  you 
may  call  me  at  (415)  872-5931. 


Sincerely, 


EDWARD  H.  STEWART 
Watershed  Manager 
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City  * County  of  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Water  Supply  Division 
Watershed  Management 


February  2,  1993 


Mr.  Bruce  M.  Puckett 
521  Rocky  Way 
Woodside,  CA  94062 

Dear  Mr.  Puckett: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  concerning  the  increase  of  the  equestrian  fee  for  1993. 
Several  criteria  were  considered  prior  to  the  decision  to  increase  the  fee.  In 
addition  to  the  costs  directly  associated  with  the  adminstration  of  250-300  permits 
each  year,  v.»e  also  consider  ad  the  costs  of  monitoring  and  maintaining  the  permit 
system  by  our  field  personnel.  The  following  summarizes  the  costs  included  in  our 
assessment. 

Each  permit  request  received  takes  approximately  2 hours  of  staff  and  clerical  time 
to  answer  telephone  inquiries,  mail  application ( s ) , process  the  application,  mail 
the  permit,  transmit  checks  to  the  City,  and  maintain  computer  records.  Also 
included  is  the  cost  of  managing  the  equestrian  system  by  planning  for  signs, 
preparing  maps,  and  working  with  local  agencies.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service 
is  $60.00. 

Field  personnel  spend  a portion  of  their  time  verifying  permits  issued  and 
maintaining  equestrian  facilities  such  as  rest  rooms,  signs,  water  troughs,  gates, 
locks  and  personal  keys,  and  other  facilities  specifically  provided  as  a service  for 
equestrian  users.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $40.00. 

Public  access  to  some  20  miles  of  trails  on  the  Peninsula  Watershed  at  no  cost  and 
without  a permit  remains  an  opportunity  for  trail  users  of  all  types.  Regulated 
access  to  an  additional  30  plus  miles  of  roads  available  for  equestrian  use  is  a 
privilege  that  only  equestrians  presently  have  but  one  that  is  sought  by  many  other 
types  of  users.  Some  equestrian  users  view  the  equestrian  permit  as  a historic  right 
to  be  extended  to  them  at  no  additional  cost. 

This  tension  calls  into  question  the  equestrian  permit  system  and,  if  nothing  else, 
the  fee  for  the  privilege  it  brings  to  each  permit  holder.  The  greater  question  of 
the  future  of  the  equestrian  trail  system  will  be  reviewed  in  the  Water  Department's 
forthcoming  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Public  announcements  about 
workshops  to  be  held  in  March  related  to  the  planning  project  will  be  made  in 
February. 

If  you  are  interested  in  these  workshops,  or  would  like  to  discuss  this  further,  you 
may  call  me  at  (415)  872-5931. 


Sincerely, 


EDWARD  H.  STEWART 
Watershed  Manager 
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52 1 Rocky  Way  re:  Equestrian  permits 

Woodside,  Ca.  94062 

3618135 

.San  Francisco  Water  Dept. 

425  Mason 

San  Francisco,  Ca.  94101 

Dear  Watershed  Resource  Manager  John  Mullane; 

My  husband  and  I Just  received  our  equestrian  permit  renewals.  Our 
household,  of  two,  will  now  be  paying  a yearly  fee  of  $200.00,  up  from 
$20.00, .to  ride  on  the  two  gated  trails,  we  can  get  to,  south  of  HYW  92  . Our 
permit  renewal  states  increased  administration  as  cause  of  Increase. 

We  realize  the  city  of  San  Francisco  is  under  tremendous  budgetary 
pressure.  We  certainly  wish  to  pay  our  way  and  help  support  the  Watershed. 
We  realize  use  of  the  Watershed  is  at  the  kindness  of  San  Francisco. 

. We  have  been  assured  by  Mr.Narls,  at  your  office  in  San  Mateo,  that  this 
fee  jump  is  not  a move  to  reduce  equestrian  use.  Rather,  all  Watershed 
permit  rates,  on  both  sides  of  the  Bay,  have  been  reassessed. 

While  we  can  afford  a fee  Increase,  not  all  equestrians  are  so  lucky.  We 
encourage  you  to  roll  back  the  permit  fee  for  people  who  are  on  low 
incomes,  especially  older  people.  We  hope  you  will  consider  a roll,  back  for 
households.  Many  of  us  have  two  permits  per  household.  It  would  seem 
equitable  to  have  one  permit  fee  per  household,  once  we  have  gone  through 
the  initial  application  process.  I recommend  the  term  Household,  because 
we  live  in  an  age  when  net  everyone  who  lives  together  is  or  can  be  married. 

We  would  appreciate  hearing  your  decision  on  these  suggestions  at  your 
earliest  convenience.  We  would  be  grateful  for  any  suggestions  on  how 
equestrians,  as  a group,  could  make  your  Job  easier  and  more  cost  effective, 
and  thereby,  hopefully,  reduce  the  fees. 

We  would  be  happy  to  meet  with  you  on  this  matter,  and  we  thank  you  for 
vour  time  in  assessing  this  letter. 

Respectfully, 


Ms.  Christina  Romano  Puckett  Mr.  Bruce  M.  Puckett  - Jan  4,  93 


cc:  San  Mateo  Horsemen's  Association 
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& County  of  San  Francisco 
lie  Utilities  Commission 


Jesper  Petersen 
166  Olive  Hill  Ln. 
Woodside,  CA  94062 


January  15, 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Water  Supply  Division 
Watershed  Management 


1993 


Dear  Mr.  Petersen: 


Thank  you  for  your  letter  concerning  the  increase  of  the  equestrian  fee  for  1993. 
Several  criteria  were  considered  prior  to  the  decision  to  increase  the  fee.  In 
addition  to  the  costs  directly  associated  with  the  adminstration  of  250-300 
permits  each  year,  we  also  considered  the  costs  of  monitoring  and  maintaining  the 
permit  system  by  our  field  personnel.  The  following  summarizes  the  costs  included 
in  our  assessment. 

Each  permit  jrequest  received  takes  approximately  2 hours  of  staff  and  clerical 
time  to  answer  telephone  inquiries,  mail  application ( s ) , process  the  application, 
mail  the  permit,  transmit  checks  to  the  City,  and  maintain  computer  records.  Also 
included  is  the  cost  of  managing  the  equestrian  system  by  planning  for  signs, 
preparing  maps,  and  working  with  local  agencies.  The  estimated  cost  for  this 
service  is  $60.00. 

Field  personnel  spend  a portion  of  their  time  verifying  permits  issued  and 
maintaining  equestrian  facilities  such  as  rest  rooms,  signs,  water  troughs, 
gates,  locks  and  personal  keys,  and  other  facilities  specifically  provided  as  a 
service  for  equestrian  users.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $40.00. 

Public  access  to  some  20  miles  of  trails  on  the  Peninsula  Watershed  at  no  cost 
and  without  a permit  remains  an  opportunity  for  trail  users  of  all  types. 
Regulated  access  to  an  additional  30  plus  miles  of  roads  available  for  equestrian 
use  is  a privilege  that  only  equestrians  presently  have  but  one  that  is  sought 
by  many  other  types  of  users.  Some  equestrian  users  view  the  equestrian  permit 
as  a historic  right  to  be  extended  to  them  at  no  additional  cost. 

This  tension  calls  into  question  the  equestrian  permit  system  and,  if  nothing 
else,  the  fee  for  the  privilege  it  brings  to  each  permit  holder.  The  greater 
question  of  the  future  of  the  equestrian  trail  system  will  be  reviewed  in  the 
Water  Department's  forthcoming  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Public 
announcements  about  workshops  to  be  held  in  March  related  to  the  planning  project 
will  be  made  in  February. 

If  you  are  interested  in  these  workshops,  or  would  like  to  discuss  this  further, 
you  may  call  me  at  (415)  872-5931. 


Sincerely, 


EDWARD  H. STEWART 
Watershed  Manager 


cc:  J.Mullane  E. Stewart  PAM 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Public  Utilities  Commission 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 


January  13,  1993 


Ms.  Linda  J.  Kellar 

82  Landers  Drive 

San  Francisco,  CA  94114 

Dear  Ms.  Kellar: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  concerning  the  increase  of  the 
equestrian  fee  for  1993.  Several  criteria  were  considered 
prior  to  the  decision  to  increase  the  fee.  In  addition  to  the 
costs  directly  associated  with  the  administration  of  250-300 
permits  each  year,  we  also  considered  the  costs  of  monitoring 
and  maintaining  the  permit  system  by  our  field  personnel.  The 
following  summarizes  the  costs  included  in  our  assessment. 

Each  permit  request  received  takes  approximately  2 hours  of 
staff  and  clerical  time  to  answer  telephone  inquiries,  mail 
application(s) , process  the  application,  mail  the  permit, 
transmit  checks  to  the  City  and  maintain  computer  records. 

Also  included  is  the  cost  of  managing  the  equestrian  system  by 
planning  for  signs,  preparing  maps  and  working  with  local 
agencies.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $60. 

Field  personnel  spend  a portion  of  their  time-  verifying  permits 
issued  and  maintaining  equestrian  facilities  such  as  restrooms, 
signs,  water  troughs,  gates,  locks  and  personal,  keys  and  other 
facilities  specifically  provided  as  a service  for  equestrian 
users.  The  estimated  cost  for  this  service  is  $40. 

Inherent  in  these  costs  is  the  time  Water  Department  staff 
spend  negotiating  and  preparing  agreements  with  other  agencies 
to  manage  the  trails  system  for  equestrian  and  other  users. 

Public  access  to  some  20  miles:  of  trails  on  the  peninsula 
watershed  at  no  cost  and  without:  a permit  remains  an 
opportunity  for  trail  users  of  all  types.  Regulated  access  to 
an  additional  30  plus  miles  of  roads  available  for  equestrian 
use  is  a privilege  that  only  equestrians  presently  have  but  one 
that  is  sought  by  many  other  types  of  users.  Some  equestrian 
users  view  the  equestrian  permit  as  a historic  right  to  be 
extended  to  them  at  no  additional  cost. 


JANE  C.  ANALLA 

1913  Bishop  Road  • Belmont  • CA  94002  (415)  592-3468 


March  16,  1993 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
P.O.  Box  730 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 


No! 

Don't!!! 

Please  don't  allow  public  use  of  any  part  of  the 
watershed. 

Thank  you! 


Jane  C.  Analla 
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Patterson  Management  Group 

34-200  ARDENWOOD  BOULEVARD 

Fremont,  California  04-555-0999 

(4-15)  701-5174 
' FAX  (415)  791-5911 


Leon  G.  Campbell 
Pkesiuent 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 
San  Francisco  Water  Dept- 
1000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 

Dear  Mr-  Stewart: 


I appreciate  reading  your  Watershed  Watch  newsletter 
dated  February,  1993. 

As  Chair  of  the  Save  the  Watershed  Committee, 
organised  in  response  to  plans  for  a golf  course  on  San 
Francisco  Watershed  property,  our  group  has  long 
suggested  need  for  a comprehensive  management  plan  for 
the  Watershed  Districts.  We  believe,  however,  that  your 
management  plan  should  not  begin  with  the  presumption, 
set  out  on  Page  3 of  your  Newsletter,  that  all  forms  of 
recreation  are  potentially  suitable  for  watershed 
districts.  Our  Committee  would  urge  that  EDAW  begin  with 
the  inclusion  of  ftanimal  impact  recreational  uses  which 
most  certainly  excludes  golfing  and  golf  courses.  Golf 
courses,  like  agricultural  uses  are  replete  with  problems 
of  pesticides  and  herbicides.  Any  management  plan  should 
countenance  recreational  uses  which  are  limited  to  those 
which  are  compatible  with  water  quality  protection. 

Our  Committee  looks  forward  to  being  involved  in  the 
management  planning.  We  should  appreciate  your  making 
these  thoughts  available  to  staff  planners  on  our  behalf. 


Sincerely 


Campbell 


; •^s^ssmsm 


. 


idC, 


<u<La.  .j.  3d . f ^ 


^^cKf3 ^P S^P 

-j/^-  0-^k^f^?~dL y ^ J I jftj^ryCf  ^ 

^j.  x Kx\jx**  ^ 

.i^^u-^r.  ^a/su5h^L — ia.  ^ Gyj£^jL-c  ./d^yl^. 

^L^dsyl , ..  a</  /C /L^^v^-s^  >*=*<= uj  iQ^<JL^r3 

Aai *c3z^j?  u^3j^3  . . ,^t-^g-?r^_ 

_ sl^~>*Sl3t ^ i ,:,irt^<>3  t 3-L^yfy 


Z^3jl...  ^Z~u2-rX_- 

( L..%>^y33)  >.<<i^Ji 


l\<3\  <1  3r  *rz. — j 

jsUrfi.j . nua  _ rry(3to^.^^y^^  dLts*-?' 
3d Q^U^U>  . 

sl/.  -jj^j-ti  3-3-  ^u3  ^/e 


^W-ilZ^trk.9  ^ (L\Z-S\_ (PjsdsirLA~s{*d  ~'~^tjj<. 


JL 


^ aJL# 

U,.  cL^l^. 


Vltj  \^(^£.-t 

sa~.\ .sa^Sta yfca  Jjt^ 

.z&-  tO^sLdUl* Q~£i2s»rcLr iiy ^ 2^2 


,5S<ki  t 


/ 


-£  <^V. &sJ---S*k&3i 


_^2  £&-%  'yjsfsy> 


>?e 

S: 

;c-. 


§ 

^*" 


r^s> 


^3^ 


/{y^VZ  --r — ••.- ■ ■ s: 

_ ,s2a  <*  3^  sy~,  -c.e^t!£L. ./Ss. 



jUr  t£  S.M.  T~Ui  .jLfe/**] i ..e/*^ek(i£*&-,.*r~A. 



c/_~~,_  OrfytHfUt' 

,.4~  JZ.**rf«t.  -P&-  ***££--  - 

< Z&fZ-A&dT'. **  ^yfc^'-  . 

l^r,a^rt£Li£.  Z&iJ*- 

A Ar-cc$f^_  Cr^-Jud^?..!. 


environmental  vision  service 
Charles  Drucker.  O.D.,  M.S. 

OCCUPATIONAL  OPTOMETRIST 
342  HORIZON  WAY 
PACIFICA.  CALIFORNIA  94044  ' 

TELEPHONE  (415)  355-0636 
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IISON  W.  NEW 

3S0  Saraome  Street  Sirfe  2W 


San  Ptancaco.  Catfoma  9«04 
T«L  (4 IE)  **-8932.  fax.  (4tS)  39MM5 


cc;  J 


March  16/  1993 
Tuesday 


Mr.  Edward  Stewart 
Sam  Francisco  Water  Department 
1000  El  C amino  Real 
Millbrae,  CA  94030 


Re;  Establishment  of  Firearms  Shooting  Range  at  the  CRYSTAL 
SPRINGS  ROCK  QUARRY 


Dear  Mr.  Stewart: 

I am  writing  to  express  vigorous  support  for  and  urge  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  favorable  ruling  as  to  the  conversion  of 
the  Rock  Quarry  at  Crystal  Springs  reservoir  into  a public  shooting 
range  facility.  I speak  for  a substantial  number  of  fellow 
attorneys,  several  CPAs,  medical  doctors,  secretaries,  and 
housewives.  The  primary  reason  that  we  support  the  conversion  of 
the  Quarry  into  a public  shooting  range  facility  is  because  it 
would  be  of  enormous  value  as  a RECREATIONAL  RESOURCE  to  the 
public.  Clearly  in  densely  populated  urban  areas,  sufficient 
recreational  facilities  are  difficult  to  develop.  A public 
shooting  range  located  in  such  close  proximity  to  San  Francisco  and 
the  densely  populated  San  Francisco  peninsula  would  therefore  be  of 
even  more  value  as  a recreational  resource.  Because  of  its 
location  near  a large  urban  area,  this  recreational  resource  would 
be  available  to  a larger  number  of  minority,  old  age  persons,  and 
women  who  are  not  equipped. 

The  second  major  reason  that  a start  of  a shooting  facility  is 
required  would  be  its  value  as  a PUBLIC  WELFARE  RESOURCE  in  that  it 
would  provide  a severely  needed  law  enforcement  training  shooting 
range.  Further,  it  would  serve  as  a facility  for  public  education 
and  training  in  the  safe  use  of  firearms  for  self  protection.  My 
daughter  is  a shooter,  of  all  firearms,  and  has  over  the  last  ten 
years  noticed  a substantial  increase  in  the  number  of  inquiries  she 
has  received  from  women  interested  in  learning  how  to  shoot 
firearms,  particularly  handguns,  for  self-protection  at  their  homes 
when  their  husbands  are  absent. 
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Mr.  Edward  Stewart 
March  15,  1993 
Page  Two 


The  conversion  of  the  Rock  Quarry  seems  to  be  extr.flbtdiftarily 
attractive  in  view  of  the  recession  that  we  are  now  suffering  from 
and  the  condition  of  the  municipal  budget,  in  that  the  cost  of 
establishing  such  a range  would  be  de  minimus  or  minimal  at  the 
most.  This  is  because  (1)  the  Quarry  with  its  natural  and 
absolutely  safety  proof  backstops  already  exists.  (2)  complete  and 
detailed  plans  for  a modern  facility  already  exist,  having  been 
prepared  for  possible  Olympic  games  use,  (3)  expert  advice,  at  .P.Q 
charge,  is  available  for  the  planning  of  such  facilities  from 
various  foundations,  shooting  organizations,  and  to  certain  extent 
from  governmental  agencies,  and  (4)  the  facility,  based  upon  prior 
experience,  would  be  profitable,  thereby  actually  adding  income  to 
the  city's  budget. 

The  profitability  of  the  shooting  range  would  come  from  (a)  the 
sale  of  the  recovered  lead  bullets  and  shotgun  shot  (due  to  modem 
target  backing  channeling  and  projectile  capture)  , (b)  the  recovery 
and  sale  of  the  empty  brass  shells  and  plastic  shotgun  sells  (sold 
to  reloaders  for  as  much  as  five  cents  a piece) , (c)  the  admission 
fees  chargeable  to  the  users  (there  has  been  a substantial  number 
of  small  private  commercial  target  ranges  which  have  been  opened  in 
response  to  the  greatly  expanding  public  demand.  As  you  know,  the 
sharps  Park  range  functioned  at  a profit  for  every  month  of  its 
existence. 

Unfortunately  I am  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  tonight  at  the 
Civic  Auditorium,  however,  I would  ask  that  I be  placed  on  the 
mailing  list  of  this  matter  and  be  informed  of  all  of  the  following 
and  very  next  hearing  so  that  I can  make  arrangements  to 
participate  without  fail. 

I appreciate  greatly  the  time  you  have  allocated  to  reading  this 
letter  and  consideration  its  contents. 
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Edgewood  Park 
Coalition 


P.O.  Box  3422 

Redwood  City,  CA  94064-3422 
415-326-2726 


,udubon  Society. 

, olden  Gate  chapter 

\udubon  Society.  Sequoia  chapter 

\udubon  Society, 
anta  Clara  Valley  chapter 

day  Area  Action 

California  Native  Plant  Society, 
ate  organization 
Ealifomta  Nauve  Plant  Society, 
jama  Clara  Valley  chapter 
California  Nauve  Plant  Society, 
t'erba  Buena  chapter 

! California  Oak  Foundation 

Citizens  Committee 

0 Complete  the  Refuge 

‘ Committee  for  Green  Foothills 
4 Defenders  of  Wildlife 
Emerald  Lake  Homeowners 
1 \ssociation 

) Friends  of  Mills  Canyon 
Friends  of  Redwood  City 
Greenbelt  Alliance 
Mycological  Society 
of  San  Francisco 
Palomar  Park  Garden  Club 
Peninsula  Conservation  Center 
Peninsula  Re-Leaf 
Planning  and  Conservation  League 
Runners  for  Edgewood  Park 
San  Francisco  Tomorrow 
San  Mateo  County  Horsemen  s 
Association 

Save  the  Watershed  Committee 
Sierra  Club.  Loma  Pncta  chapter 
Sierra  Club.  Bay  chapter 
Trail  Center 

1 Western  Horticultural  Society 

, Woodsidc-Aihcrton  Garden  Club 
Woodsidc  Stridcrs 
I Businesses 
I High  Country  Hardware. 
Redwood  City 
Runners  High  II.  Menlo  Park 
Wild  Bird  Center,  San  Carlos 
Yerba  Buena  Nursery.  Woodsidc 


- Mai  eh  9.  19^ 

Environmental  Services  Agency,  San  Mateo  County 
County  Government  Center 
Redwood  City  CA  94063 

Dear  Mr.  Koenig: 

and  respectfullv  request  the  following. 

cinn  Mateo  Countv  and  Thomas  Reid  Associates 
- ^tes^^the^ve  Edgewood  Park  Coalition  at  the  address  above 
• \vhen  study  is  completed,  a guaranteed  review  period  of  at  least  a month  before 
anv  public  hearings  on  the  stud> 

. copies  of  the  completed  study  to  be  sent  to  the  enclosed  fast 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely. 

QctfOlu'w 


lofyv 


Carolvn  Curtis  . 

Coordinator.  Save  Edgewood  Park  Coalition 

Area 

continued  


Organizations  and  businesses  joining  the  Coalition 
Bav  Area  Amphibian  and  Reptile  Society 
Bav  Area  Landwatch 

EastPalo  Alto  Historical  and  Agricultural  Society 
Ecology  Action.- Common  Ground 
Ecoloev  Club.  Burlingame  High  School 
Hillsborough  Garden  Club 
Magic.  Inc. 

Peninsula  Humane  Society 
Redwood  Democratic  Club 


after  letterhead  was  printed: 

Baylands  Nurserv,  East  Palo  Alto 

Curtis  Technical  Writing  Company,  Atherton 

The  Dry  Garden,  Oakland 

Merlin  Engineering,  Palo  Alto 

Greening  Associates.  Santa  Cruz 

In  Any  Event  Woodsidc 

Native  Revival.  Campbell 

Toni  Corelli.  Botanist 

Students  for  Environmental  Action  at  Stanford 


Page  1 ot  3 


Please  send  a completed  copy  of  the  feasibility  study  by  Thomas  Reid  Associates  to  the  following: 

Thomas  J.  Elzev,  General  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco  CA  94102 

Ed  Stewart,  San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Watershed  Resource 
PO  Box  730,  Millbrae  CA  94030 

Brian  O'Neill,  General  Superintendent,  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area 
National  Park  Service,  Fort  Mason,  Building  201,  San  Francisco  CA  94123 

Wayne  White,  Field  Supervisor,  Sacramento  Field  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento  CA  95925 

Chris  Nagano,  Entomologist,  Sacramento  Field  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento  CA  95925 

Jan  Knight.  Botanist,  Sacramento  Field  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento  CA  95925 

Ken  Berg,  Coordinator,  Endangered  Plant  Program,  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
1220  S Street,  Sacramento  CA  95814 

Deborah  Hillyard,  Plant  Ecologist,  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
PO  Box  4003,  Aromas  CA  95004 

Susan  Cochrane,  Chief,  Natural  Heritage  Division,  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
1220  S Street,  Sacramento  CA  95814 

Mark  Skinner,  Botanist,  California  Native  Plant  Society 
909  Twelfth  Street,  Suite  116.  Sacramento  CA  95814 

Toni  Corelli,  Botanist 

125  Granelli,  Half  Moon  Bay  CA  94019 

Susan  Sommers 

887  Roble  #3,  Menlo  Park  CA  94025 

Marc  Mihaly,  Shute,  Mihalv  & Weinberger 
396  Hayes  Street,  San  Francisco  CA  94102 

Carolyn  Curtis,  Save  Edgewood  Park  Coalition 
PO  Box  3422,  Redwood  City  CA  94064-3422 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Sincerely, 


Carolyn  Curtis,  Coordinator,  Save  Edgewood  Park  Coalition  (March  9,  1993) 
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1 4 MAR  1 993 


Mr  . Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
P.0.  Bo;;  730 

Mill  braeT  Cal  if ornia  94030 
Dear  Mr . Stewart . 

I read  an  article  in  the  San  Mateo  Times  regarding  -future 
use  of  the  Crystal  Springs  watershed  land.  I enjoy  walking 
the  Camp  Sawyer  Trail  once  or  twice  a week.  The  most 
enjoyable  aspect  about  it,  is  its  au.iet,  uncluttered, 
uncrowded  environment.  Living  on  this  overcrowded  peninsula 
makes  it  imperative  to  have  a spot  close  by  in  which 
walkers,  joggers,  and  bicylists,  etc.  can  get  away  from  it 
al 1 . I would  hate  to  see  it  change  and  become  more  crowded. 
I almost  had  a heart  attack  when  I read  that  there  is  a 
group  that  want  to  open  a former  auarry  area  as  a rifle 
range!  I consider  shooting  in  that  pristine  area  to  be  a 
crime!  I hope  that  this  wonderful  refuge  from  modern  day 
life  will  be  left  as  it  is. 


Sincerel v 


T er i Fr i ed 1 an  der 


1364  Walnut  Street 

San  Carlos,  California  94070 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
P.  0.  Box  730 

Millbrae,  California  94030 


Dear  TIr.  Stewart: 


March  15,  1993 


I am  dismayed  that  the  Water  Department  would  even  consider  allowing 
foreign  use  of  Crystal  Springs  Lakes  watershed.  We  used  to  have  easy 
access  to  Pulgas  Temple  and  now  you  can't  even  get  near  it  without 
hiking  a distance.  Anywhere  man  rides,  walks,  cycles,  or  spends  time 
he  pollutes  and  destroys  nature. 

We  don't  need  picnickers  on  the  shores  of  our  water  supply. 

We  can  find  other  places  for  duffers  to  golf. 

We  don't  need  swimming  privileges  in  our  water  supply. 

We  don’t  need  Cyclists  to  create  havoc  on  the  shores  and  cause  runoff 
moving  silt  into  the  lakes. 

We  don't  need  horse  trails  along  the  lakes  with  animal  feces  polluting 
our  drinking  water. 

We  don't  need  hiking  trails  for  slobs  to  drop  paper  cups,  plastic  con- 
tainers and  food  into  our  drinking  water. 

We  don't  need  a rifle  range  on  this  pristine  watershed. 

We  need  to  keep  it  in  it's  natural  state  of  calm,  quiet  and  beauty;  to 
prevent  violation  of  one  small  bit  of  land  in  the  midst  of  the 
Peninsula. 

We  have  plenty  of  areas  providing  recreation  for  the  Peninsula  Popula- 
tion, both  now  and  for  future  generations. 

To  allow  any  part  of  Crystal  Springs  Lakes  Watershed  for  any  other  use 
would  be  like  my  neighbor  wanting  to  take  over  part  of  my  yard  for 
his  vegetable  patch,  a dog  run,  or  a miniature  golf  course. 


Sincerely, 


(Mrs.)  Thelma  0.  Smothers 


150  Siskiyou  Ct . 

San  Bruno,  Ca . 94066 


14  March  1993 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
1000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae,  Ca . 94030 


Attention:  Ed  Stewart 


Subject : Watershed  management  plan  in  preparation. 


Gentlemen : 


I wish  to  use  this  opportunity  for  public  input  to  urge  the 
Water  Department  to  establish  a firearms  shooting  facility  for 
public  and  law  enforcement  use  within  the  watershed  area,  if  a 
suitable  site  can  be  located.  This  is  because  there  is  no  place 
in  San  Francisco  or  the  Peninsula  that  high-power  long-gun  and 
handgun  shooting  skills  may  be  practiced,  tested  and  certified 
since  the  SF  Recreation  Department  political  closure  of  the  Sharp 
Park  Range  in  Pacifica. 

Such  a facility  must  not  only  be  safe  but  affordable  to  the 
public  and  only  a small  amount  of  land  would  would  be  necessary 
for  dedication  to  this  use.  The  overhead  costs  to  develop  and 
operate  this  facility  would  be  low  and,  with  proper  management, 
it  would  become  a profit  center  for  the  Water  Department.  In 
addition,  I know  that  law  enforcement  (e.g.  SF  Sheriff's  Dept., 
FBI,  all  Peninsula  police  departments,  etc.)  have  as  great  a need 
for  such  a facility  as  the  general  public  and  that  they  would 
happily  pay  for  its  use  also. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  and  consideration  of  these 
views  for  incorporation  into  the  watershed  management  plan. 


Elmer  C.  Butler,  Jr 


cc : QLK 


521  Rocky  Way 
Woodside,  Ca.  94062 
3618235 

Dear  Director  Christy; 

Last  week  I spoke  to  Mr.  Stewart  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  about 
the  Sheep  Camp  Trail.  The  trail  map  given  out  by  the  Watershed  shows  the 
Sheep  Camp  Trail  as  an  equestrian  trail.  Mr.  Stewart  had  not  been  informed 
that  the  county  has  barred  horses  from  accessing  this  trail.  He  suggested  I 
write  you  and  explain  the  problem. 

The  Sheep  Camp  Trail  is  located  just  north  of  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple, 
but  on  the  east  side  of  Canada  Rd.  This  trail  is  now  blocked  to  horse  use  by 
a metal  post,  which  prevents  the  gate  from  opening  more  than  two  feet.  The 
trail  is  designated  for  hikers  and  dogs  on  leash. 

1 request  the  Sheep  Camp  Trail  be  open  to  horses  again.  Many  horses  have 
no  problem  with  dogs.  Those  horse  owners  who  do  have  problems  with  dogs, 
will  read  the  sign  and  avoid  the  trail.  So,  if  you  would  authorize  changing 
the  gate  to  the  Sheep  Camp  Trail,  to  allow  for  horse  passage  again,  it  would 
be  greatly  appreciated  by  many  equestrians. 

I look  forward  to  hearing  from  you  on  this  matter  at  your  earliest 
convenience.  If  I can  be  of  any  help,  please  don’t  hesitate  to  call.  I would  be 
happy  to  volunteer  my  labor  to  dig  out  the  metal  post  and  change  the  gate. 


Christina  A.  Romano  Puckett  Tue,  Mar  9,  1 993 


cc:  Mr.  Stewart  - San  Francisco  Watershed 
The  San  Mateo  County  Horsemans  Asso. 
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Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 
1000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae , CA  94030 


Dear  Mr.  Stewart, 

I like  this  newsletter.  I am  writing  to  say  that  I think 
the  PRIMARY  GOAL  should  be  to: 

Maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect  public 
health  and  safety.  Plan  for  and  insure  that  there  will  be 
enough  water  for  every  buildable  residential,  commercial  and 
industrial  property  currently  identified  in  the  city  and 
country  general  plans  for  the  area  that  you  are  in  charge  of. 

Our  future  generations  are  depending  upon  your  efforts 
to  provide  enough  water  for  their  use. 

Please  make  sure  that  appropriate  emphasis  is  placed  on 
insuring  adequate  quantity  as  well  as  quality. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


martin 

9nnnnr.C°lony  Ass°ciation 
2000  Fairview  Drive 
Half  Moon  Bay  CA  9*to$g 


Jean  D.  Parmelee 

675  Sharon  Park  Drive.  #230 
Menlo  Park.  California  94025 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 

Sail  Francisco  Water  Department 


March  6. 1393 


(4  15)  854-0842 


1000  El  Carmino  Real 
Milbrae.  CA  94030 

Dear  Mr?  Stewart: 

I am  writing  to  encourage  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  allow  the  presence 
of  the  B ay  Area  Ridge  Trail  through  the  San  Francisco  watershed  area  on  the  Peninsula. 

In  particular.  I encourage  the  Water  Department: 

a)  to  establish  a Peninsula  Watershed  Plan; 

b)  to  utilise  the  1976  ED  AW  Plan  as  part  of  its  current  planning  process;  and 

c) to  open  the  watershed  by  allowing  ready  access  for  hikers  along  the  existing 
Cahill  and  Fifield  Ridge  fire  road. 

I am  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  later  this  week  to  discuss  the  watershed  plan  but  ask 
that  you  take  these  suggestions  into  consideration  as  you  move  ahead  with  your  planning 
activities. 

Sincerely, 


Jean  Parmelee 
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Santa  Ana  Watershed  Project  Authority 

COMMISSION  FOR  THE  PROJECT  AUTHORITY 
CHINO  BASIN  MUNICIPAL  WATER  DISTRICT 
EASTERN  MUNICIPAL  WATER  DISTRICT 
ORANGE  COUNTY  WATER  DISTRICT 
SAN  BERNARDINO  VALLEY  MUNICIPAL  WATER  DISTRICT 
WESTERN  MUNICIPAL  WATER  DISTRICT 


GENERAL  MANAGER 

neil  m.  Cline 


April  2,  1993 

Ms.  Kelly  Stewart 
Public  Affairs  Management 
101  The  Embarcadero  Suite  210 
San  Francisco,  California  94105 

Re:  Watershed  Watch  Newsletter 

Dear  Ms.  Stewart: 

I recently  received  a copy  of  the  February  1993  issue  of  the  Watershed  Watch  Newsletter 
for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans  from  a friend.  Our  agency  is  also 
about  to  embark  upon  a watershed  management  plan  for  the  Santa  Ana  Watershed  in 
Southern  California.  We  were  quite  impressed  with  your  newsletter  and  its  potential  as 
an  effective  public  relations  tool  as  we  proceed  with  our  management  plans. 

Could  you  please  add  our  agency  to  your  newsletter  distribution  list?  Your  assistance  in 
this  request  would  certainly  be  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Mark  R.  Norton 
Project  Manager 


11615  Sterling  Avenue,  Riverside,  CA  92503  • (909)  785-5411 
Administration  FAX  (909)  785-7076  • Planning  FAX  (909)  352-3422 
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% mneth  Woodrow 


1339  Canada  9\oad 
Woodside,  CA.  94062 


April  4, 1993 


Kelly  Stewart 
Public  Affairs  Management 
101  The  Embarcadero,  #210 
San  Francisco,  CA94105 

Dear’Mr.  Stewart: 

Please  be  so  kind  as  to  put  my  name  on  your  mailing  list  concerning 
development  of  plans  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed.  I have  been 
an  ardent  canoer  since  my  teens,  and  have  always  looked  longingly 
at  the  watershed  lakes  so  close  to  home.  Even  if  fishing  is  deemed 
inappropriate,  I hope  that  you  might  make  allowance  for  canoeing. 

Please  let  me  know  how  things  look,  and  whether  there  are  any  other 
individuals  it  would  be  useful  for  me  to  write. 

Best  luck  in  your  continuing  endeavors. 

Sincerely, 


ROBERT  S.  WEBBER 

ATTORNEY  AT  LAW 


f-  # /?-  7 


P.0.  BOX  117927 
BURLINGAME,  CA  94011-7927 
TEL.  (415)  342-6171 


Mr.  Ed  Stewart 


April  7 , 1993 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
1 000  El  Camino  Real 
Millbrae , CA.  94030 


Dear  Sir: 

Would  you  please  put  me  on  your  mailing  list  for  issues 
of  your  Watershed  Watch  Newsletter,  as  well  as  any  other 
information  published  in  connection  with  watershed  management 
- particularly  as  it  relates  to  Alameda  County. 

Thank  you . 


Sincerely 
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INTRODUCTION 


A.  Overview 

This  document  provides  a summary  of  the  first  joint  agency  workshop  held  as  part  of 
the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Incorporated  into  this 
document  are  an  overview  of  the  workshop  presentation  and  discussions,  and  a 
summary  of  the  comments  made  by  workshop  participants,  including  a summary  matrix. 
Compiled  in  the  appendices  are  samples  of  the  letter  of  invitation  and  its  distribution 
list,  the  agenda  and  attendance  list,  and  other  materials  disseminated  at  the  workshop. 

Currently,  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  (SFWD)  primary  use  of  the  23,000-acre 
Peninsula  Watershed  and  the  40,000-acre  Alameda  Watershed  had  been  to  store  and 
provide  water  to  2.5  million  homes  and  businesses  in  the  Bay  Area.  The  objective  of  the 
Watershed  Management  planning  process  is  to  develop  comprehensive  set  of  watershed 
management  polices  and  procedures  which  will  provide  a framework  for  SFWD  to  make 
decisions  regarding  practices  and  activities  on  these  watershed  lands.  As  part  of  the 
planning  process,  a set  of  one  primary  and  six  secondary  goals  have  been  developed  and 
commented  upon  by  the  public  and  agencies.  The  proposed  primary  goal  is  to  "maintain 
and  improve  water  quality  to  protect  public  health  and  safety".  As  the  project  proceeds, 
the  results  of  the  field  studies,  which  are  currently  underway,  will  be  evaluated  and 
presented  to  the  public.  Following  this,  a policy  plan  will  be  drafted  and  a management 
plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  each  watershed  will  be  prepared. 

As  part  of  the  watershed  management  planning  process,  SFWD  has  initiated  an  extensive 
Public  and  Agency  Participation  Program.  Since  August  1992,  interviews  with  a variety 
of  agencies,  organizations  and  individuals  interested  in  the  management  of  the 
watersheds  have  been  conducted.  The  first  round  of  public  information  and  outreach 
workshops  was  conducted  in  early  1993.  The  first  joint  agency  workshop,  summarized 
in  this  document,  provided  opportunities  for  further  information  gathering  from 
interested  and  involved  local,  state  and  federal  agencies.  The  information  gathering 
phase  of  the  public  and  agency  outreach  plan  culminated  with  the  joint  agency 
workshop. 

The  public  and  agency  participation  program  will  continue  throughout  the  planning 
process,  and  will  include  a number  of  opportunities  for  the  public  to  receive  information 
at  significant  stages  of  the  process  and  to  provide  input  to  the  planning  process. 
Through  newsletters  published  twice  a year,  and  public  workshops  designed  to  update 
individuals  and  groups  on  the  progress  of  the  Watershed  Management  planning  effort, 
the  public  will  continue  to  be  valued  participants  in  the  planning  process. 

All  comments  and  information  received  at  the  public  meetings  and  through  written  and 
telephone  correspondence  will  continue  to  be  documented  and  considered  in  the 
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development  of  SFWD's  recommendation  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission.  The 
Commission  is  expected  to  make  a final  decision  on  a San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plan  in  early  1995. 

B.  Joint  Agency  Workshop 

The  joint  agency  workshop  provided  local,  state,  and  federal  agencies  the  opportunity 
to  meet  and  discuss  their  roles,  responsibilities  and  issues  regarding  the  management  of 
the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  watersheds.  The  workshop,  developed  and  facilitated  by 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  management  staff  and  the  consultant  team,  was 
designed  to  encourage  discussion  about  management  plan  goals,  each  agency's  mission, 
regulations  and  related  projects,  primary  issues  and  methods  of  continuing 
communication.  Approximately  40  participants  representing  16  agencies  attended  the 
workshop  held  on  Wednesday,  June  16,  1993  at  SFWD  Offices  in  Millbrae,  California. 
The  following  list  includes  the  participating  staff  and  agency  representatives  attending 
the  meeting. 

Participating  Staff:  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Staff 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager,  Water  Supply  and  Treatment 
Division 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 

Joe  Naras,  Watershed  Management  Staff 

Consultant  Staff 
David  Blau,  ED  AW 
Tina  Stott,  EDAW 

Kay  Wilson,  Public  Affairs  Management 
Kelly  Stewart,  Public  Affairs  Management 
Leah  Zippert,  Public  Affairs  Management 
Gary  Oates,  ESA 

Carol  James,  Montgomery  Watson 

Agency  Representatives:  Tim  Vendlinski,  Life  Scientist,  San  Francisco  Estuary 

ProjectXU.S.  EPA 

Gary  Bullard,  Water  Quality  Coordinator,  USDA  Soil 
Conservation  Service 
A1  Cerna,  USDA  Soil 
Conservation  Service 

David  Ammerman,  Environmental  Specialist,  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  • 

Wade  Eakel,  Biologist,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
Dave  Wachtel,  Forester,  California 
Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Bill  Ruskin,  State  Forest  Ranger  II,  California 
Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Steve  Kachur,  Sanitary  Engineer,  Office  of  Drinking 
Water,  California  Department  of  Health  Services 


2 


John  Andrews,  Sanitary  Engineer,  Office  of  Drinking 
Water,  California  Department  of  Health  Services 
Doug  Straw,  Water  Resource  Control  Engineer, 
California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
Jeannine  DeWald,  Associate  W'ildlife  Biologist, 
California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Martha  Schauss,  Wildlife  Biologist,  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Patricia  Perry,  Senior  Planner, 

Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments 
Nancy  Homor,  Planner,  Golden  Gate  National 
Recreation  Area 

Doug  Nadeau,  Chief,  Resources  Management, 

Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area 
Earl  Lenahan,  General  Manager,  Bay  Area  Water 
Users  Association 

Doug  Short,  President,  Bay  Area  Water  Users 
Association 

Maxine  Temer,  Chief  Planner,  Stewardship, 

East  Bay  Regional  Park  District 
Jack  Uindlev,  Water  Resources  Manager, 

Alameda  County  Public  Works  Department 
James  Sorenson,  Assistant  Planning  Director, 
Alameda  County"  Planning  Department 
Douglas  Chun,  Water  Quality  Manager, 

Alameda  County  Water  District 
Hugh  Graham,  Senior  Planner,  Santa  Clara  County" 
Advanced  Planning  Office 
Bill  Shoe,  Associate  Planner, 

Santa  Clara  County  Advanced  Planning  Office 
Dave  Pierce,  Santa  Clara  County"  Parks 
and  Recreation 

Julie  Bendurant,  Park  Planner,  Santa  Clara  County 
Parks  and  Recreation 

Paul  Deutsch,  Planner  IV,  San  Francisco  City  Planning 
Department  Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Uorraine  Anderson,  City"  of  San  Francisco,  Health 
Department 

Josh  Milstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney’’ 

San  Francisco  City"  Attorney's  Office 
Daniel  Duane,  Uaw  Clerk, 

San  Francisco  City"  Attorney's  Office 
Gail  Raabe,  Commissioner,  San  Mateo  County 
Agriculture  Commission 
Dave  Christy,  Director, 

San  Mateo  County  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 
Sam  Hertzberg,  Planner, 

San  Mateo  County"  Planning  Department 
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II.  SFWD/CONSULTANT  TEAM  PRESENTATION 


The  meeting  began  with  a welcome  and  introduction  by  Public  Affairs  Management,  the 
subconsultant  assisting  in  the  coordination  of  the  Public  and  Agency  Participation 
Program.  They  described  the  following  objectives  of  the  meeting: 

• To  explain  the  history  and  purpose  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Planning  effort. 

• To  discuss  agency  roles,  responsibilities  and  concerns  in  relation  to  the  San 
Francisco  Watersheds. 

Attendees  were  also  advised  of  the  format  of  the  meeting  and  opportunities  provided 
for  both  written  and  verbal  comments. 

Senior  level  management  staff  of  SFWD  explained  the  Water  Department's  commitment 
to  providing  an  ample  supply  of  high  quality  water  and  the  importance  of  public 
involvement  in  watershed  management  plan  goals.  A presentation  was  then  given  by 
ED  AW,  the  lead  consulting  firm  in  environmental  planning.  They  described  the  unique 
qualities  and  issues  associated  with  each  watershed  and  provided  an  overview  of  the 
Watershed  Management  Planning  process,  schedule  and  activities  that  have  occurred  to 
date.  SFWD's  Watershed  Manager  provided  a summary  of  the  issues  identified  by  the 
public  during  the  first  round  of  public  workshops.  He  also  discussed  the  differences 
between  the  public's  general  issues  and  the  specific  issues  of  many  of  the  agencies,  based 
on  individual  interviews  conducted  with  each  agency  during  the  initial  phase  of  the 
project. 

Following  the  presentation,  the  attendees  introduced  themselves  and  described  their 
agencies'  roles  and  responsibilities  as  they  relate  to  the  watershed  lands.  The  description 
of  the  agency  roles  and  responsibilities  can  be  found  in  Section  III,  Summary  of  Agency 
Comments,  Agency  Mission/Roles/Regulations/Related  Projects. 

Small  group  discussions  on  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula  watersheds  were  then  organized 
and  each  group  focused  on  the  Alameda  or  Peninsula  watersheds.  Each  small  group 
was  facilitated  by  SFWD  staff  and  consultant  staff  who  opened  the  dialogue  by  referring 
to  the  Discussion  Guide/Comment  Sheet  (see  sample  in  Appendix)  which  asked  for 
comments  on  the  following: 

1.  Watershed  Management  Goals 

2.  Agency  Mission 

3.  Regulations /Related  Projects 

4.  Issues 

5.  Future  Communication 

Copies  of  the  Discussion  Guide/Comment  Sheets,  completed  by  workshop  participants 
are  available  in  the  Appendix.  A summary  of  verbal  and  written  comments  received  at 
the  workshop  is  provided  in  Section  III,  Summary  of  Agency  Comments. 
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III.  SUMMARY  OF  AGENCY  COMMENTS 


III.  SUMMARY  OF  AGENCY  COMMENTS 


A summary  of  the  transcripts  of  the  verbal  comments  recorded  at  each  small  group 
discussion  session,  as  well  as  the  written  comments  received  at  the  workshop,  is 
provided  on  the  following  pages.  Comments  have  been  organized  by  discussion  point, 
small  group  discussion  and  written  comments  received  from  the  comment  sheets. 

A.  Watershed  Management  Goals 

Each  small  group  was  asked  to  review  and  comment  on  the  primary  and  secondary 
goals  for  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  (See  list  of  goals  in  Appendices).  The 
following  comments  were  discussed. 

Alameda  Watershed 

The  following  comments  were  expressed  by  agency  representatives  regarding  the 
Alameda  Watershed. 

• The  primary  goal,  "maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect  public  health 
and  safety"  is  on  target. 

• The  second  goal,  "preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  resources  of  the 
watersheds"  needs  to  be  clarified.  Does  this  goal  include  only  city-owned  lands 
or  lands  outside  the  SFWD  boundary?  Upstream  uses  need  to  be  controlled  to 
maintain  water  quality. 

• Goals  should  include  clear  criteria  to  define  compatible  uses. 

• Goals  should  reflect  an  ecosystem  approach.  Water  quality,  public  health  and 
biological  resources  are  all  equal  in  importance  and  if  public  drinking  water 
supplies  are  affected,  then  the  ecosystem  is  affected.  The  Clean  Water  Act 
provides  the  opportunity  to  protect  bio-diversity  and  maintain  clean  water 
supplies. 

• Education  efforts  need  to  include  users,  public  and  all  interested  parties.  Public 
education  efforts  need  to  describe  the  water  storage  system,  so  that  the  public  can 
understand  the  need  for  watershed  areas. 

Peninsula  Watershed 

The  following  comments  were  expressed  regarding  the  goals  statements  during  the  small 
group  session  of  the  workshop  by  agency  representatives  particularly  concerned  with 
the  Peninsula  Watershed. 

• The  current  level  of  public  access  needs  to  be  maintained  or  decreased. 

• The  impact  of  existing  uses  needs  to  be  analyzed. 

• Additional  other  uses  require  developing  a worst  case  scenario. 

• Cultural  resources  should  be  discussed  as  a goal. 
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• Water  quality  for  designated  users,  i.e.  domestic  and  industrial  use  needs  to  be 
maintained. 

• Highest  water  quality  equals  lowest  cost. 

• A concern  was  expressed  about  raising  dams. 

• Management  of  exotic  and  noxious  vegetation  needs  to  be  formalized. 

• Streams  and  habitats  can  be  restored  by  increasing  stream  flows. 

• Streams  outside  SFWD  lands  are  affected  by  flows  from  watershed  lands. 

• Adverse  impacts  on  watershed  existed  before  the  1-280  and  the  State  Route  92 
were  opened. 

• Watershed  activities  affect  downstream  habitats  and  this  needs  to  be  considered 
in  the  management  goals. 

Written  Comments 

The  following  comments  were  summarized  from  the  Discussion  Guide/ Comment  Sheets 

completed  and  returned  by  agency  representatives. 

• Primary  goal,  "maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect  public  health  and 
safety"  should  be  endorsed  with  an  emphasis  on  improving  water  quality. 

• Conflicting  goals  are  a concern. 

• How  will  decisions  be  made  and  impacts  assessed? 

• Preservation  and  enhancement  of  the  watershed  ecological  resources  should  be 
considered  a primary  goal. 

• Goals  should  be  reprioritized  in  the  following  way:  (1)  preservation  of  ecological 
resources;  (2)  provide  balance  among  resource,  general  use  and  benefits;  (3) 
provide  educational,  scientific  and  recreational  access  and;  (4)  enhance  public 
awareness. 

• Cultural  resource  preservation  should  be  a goal. 

• Add  goal  of  (discontinuing  non-compatible  uses. 

• The  secondary  goals,  "maximize  the  contribution  of  the  watersheds  to  water 
supply"  and  "preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  resources  of  the  watersheds" 
should  be  reconciled.  The  maximization  of  water  supply  should  be  compatible 
with  preservation  and  enhancement  of  ecological  and  cultural  resources. 

• The  range  of  compatible  uses  on  watershed  lands  and  adjacent  lands  should  be 
clarified  and  defined.  Methods  to  maintain  water  quality  needs  to  be  examined 
in  order  to  maintain  water  quality  as  affected  by  adjacent  lands. 

• Recreational  uses  should  not  be  grouped  together  when  impacts  are  evaluated. 

• Developing  relationships  with  land  use  management  agencies  to  maintain 
achievement  of  goals  outside  SFWD  lands  should  be  considered. 

• The  secondary  goal,  "maximize  the  contribution  of  the  watersheds  to  water 
supply"  could  imply  significant  expansion  of  water  impoundment  capacity  and 
could  severely  impact  natural,  cultural  and  scenic  resources.  Secondary  goal  is 
in  direct  conflict  with  the  goal  of  "preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  resources 
of  the  watersheds"  and  should  be  reconciled. 
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Water  quality  for  water  treatment  and  groundwater  discharge  in  Sunol  and 
Alameda  County  Water  District  ground  water  basis  needs  to  be  maintained. 
The  term  "water  storage"  should  be  added  to  secondary  goal,  "enhance  public 
awareness  of  water  quality,  water  supply,  conservation  and  watershed  protection 
issues." 


B.  Aeencv  Mission/Regulations/Related  Projects 

In  the  large  group,  agency  representatives  were  asked  to  introduce  themselves  and 
describe  their  agency  mission  as  it  related  to  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans.  The  following  is  a summary  of  those  introductions,  as  well  as  further  discussion 
of  agency  mission,  regulations  and  related  projects  discussed  during  the  small  group 
meetings.  Included  are  the  written  comments  submitted  by  attendees.  For  the  agencies 
with  representatives  in  each  small  group,  an  indication  has  been  made  regarding  the 
specific  watershed. 

San  Francisco  Estuary  ProjectXU.S.  EPA 
Tim  Vendlinski  (Both  Watersheds) 

Estuary  Project:  Protection  of  the  San  Francisco  BayXDelta 

• Promotion  of  watershed  protection  nationwide.  Regulates  through  Clean  Water 
Act,  particularly  concerned  with  Point  Source  and  Non-Point  Source  Pollution 
control. 

• Interested  in  collaborating  with  other  agencies  so  that  watershed  plans  are 
prepared  for  each  hydrologic  unit  in  the  12-county  Bay-Delta  region. 

USDA  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Gary  Bullard  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

A1  Cema  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Protect  natural  resources  for  future  generations. 

• Serve  as  liaison  between  regulatory  agencies  and  landowners. 

• Serve  in  advisory  role  to  evaluate  research  techniques \ practices  and  to  provide 
information  about  range  management. 

• Maintain  riparian  habitat  on  Alameda  Watershed. 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
David  Ammerman  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Wade  Eakel  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Regulate  activities  under  the  Clean  Water  Act,  Section  404;  issue  permits  for  water 
discharges. 

• Provide  impact  analysis,  disaster  assistance  and  engineering  services. 
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California  Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Dave  Wachtel  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Bill  Ruskin  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Provide  structural  and  wildfire  response  and  regulation  as  well  as  medical  and 
rescue  response. 

• Protect  and  enhance  timber  lands. 

• Provide  forestry  and  fuel  management  advice. 

• Concern  that  fire  risks  increase  as  public  access  increases. 

• Proposing  possible  controlled  bums  west  of  Calaveras  reservoir. 

California  Department  of  Health  Services,  Office  of  Drinking  Water 
Steve  Kachur  (Alameda  Watershed) 

John  Andrews  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Set  treatment  standards  for  public  drinking  water  supply;  review  and  approve 
water  treatment  facilities. 

• SFWD  domestic  water  supply  permit  will  be  revised /re-issued  in  1994. 

• Evaluate  public  health  impact  of  watershed  activities  in  relation  to  setting 
drinking  water  standards. 

• Protect  watershed  as  an  additional  barrier  against  contamination  of  drinking 
water  supply. 

• There  is  a concern  about  activities  that  may  lessen  water  quality,  which  would 
then  require  more  treatment.  Minor  failures  in  treatment  cause  major  problems. 

California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
Doug  Straw  (Both  Watersheds) 

• Protect  water  quality,  wetland  and  riparian  areas  and  beneficial  uses. 

• Currently  regulating  development  of  NPDES  permit  for  San  Mateo  County. 

California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Martha  Schauss  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Jeannine  DeWald  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Responsible  for  listed  and  threatened  species  and  maintenance  of  habitats. 

• Need  to  maintain  habitats  and  associated  water  quality  and  flow,  both  on-site  and 
downstream. 

• Serve  in  advisory  capacity  regarding  game  and  range  management. 

• Participate  in  CEQA  review  as  trustee  agency. 

• Encourage  public  hunting  and  fishing  access. 

Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments 
Patricia  Perry  (Both  Watersheds) 

• Responsible  for  regional  planning. 

• Protection  of  water  quality. 

• Concerned  with  developing  compatible  access. 

• Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  plan  needs  to  be  coordinated  with  management  plans. 
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Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area  (GGNRA) 

Nancy  Homor  (Both  Watersheds) 

Doug  Nadeau  (Both  Watersheds) 

• Preserve  natural,  cultural,  scenic  resources  and  recreation  uses. 

• Signatory  of  Scenic  and  Recreation  easement  and  should  be  involved  in  planning 
and  review. 

• Allow  uses  of  the  watershed  that  are  compatible  with  preservation  goal  and  that 
are  related  to  the  enjoyment  and  appreciation  of  that  resource.  Peninsula 
Watershed  is  within  the  GGRNA's  authorized  boundaries  and  there  are  funds 
allocated  for  improvements. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association 
Earl  Lenahan  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Doug  Short  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Represents  30  agencies  that  purchase  water  from  SFWD  for  distribution  to  1.6 
million  people. 

• Concern  with  drinking  water  supplies  and  maintaining  water  quality.  Specific 
concerns  include  Alameda  Creek,  groundwater  and  the  recharge  of  water  quality 
and  water  supply. 

East  Bay  Regional  Park  District 
Maxine  Temer  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Provide  resource  protection  and  public  recreation. 

• Concerned  with  compatibility  for  recreational  uses,  including  trails,  grazing,  feral 
animal  control  and  fire  protection. 

• Interested  in  identification  of  lands  suitable  for  recreation  uses. 

• Willing  to  coordinate  with  data  gathering  efforts  and  GIS  to  ensure  compatibility 
with  current  efforts. 

• Currently  involved  with  resource  study  for  Sunol  and  Ohlone  Wilderness  Park. 

Alameda  County  Public  Works  Department 
Jack  Lindley  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Holds  NPDES  Permit  for  Alameda  County  and  regulates  urban  runoff  and  clean 
water  program.  Prevent  and  reduce  pollutants  in  discharges  to  the  Bay,  including 
any  erosion. 

• Management  plan  should  be  coordinated  with  water  quality  discharge  ordinance 
recently  passed  by  Alameda  County. 

Alameda  County  Planning  Department 
James  Sorenson  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Responsible  for  land  use  regulations. 

• Regulates  and  issues  surface  mining  permits. 
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• Interested  in  land  use  restrictions  associated  with  lands  surrounding  watershed 
and  potential  impacts  on  County  General  Plan.  How  will  unincorporated  Sunol 
be  affected? 

• Concerned  with  coordination  of  surface  mining  activities  in  and  outside  Alameda 
Watershed  lands. 

Alameda  County  Water  District 
Douglas  Chun  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Serves  280,00  people  in  the  Fremont  and  Newark  areas  with  water. 

• Responsible  for  protection  and  enhancement  of  water  quality  characteristics  of 
watershed  runoff  which  is  used  for  groundwater  recharge. 

• Partner  for  range  management  element.  Particularly  interested  in  improving 
grazing  practices  to  minimize  impacts  on  runoff  water  quality. 

Santa  Clara  County  Advanced  Planning  Office 
Bill  Shoe  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Hugh  Graham  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Establish  land  use  policy  and  control  development  on  lands  surrounding 
watershed. 

• Responsible  for  resource  protection. 

• Balance  recreational,  ecological  and  water  supply  functions. 

Santa  Clara  County  Parks  and  Recreation 
Dave  Pierce  (Alameda  Watershed) 

Julie  Bendurant  (Alameda  Watershed) 

• Provides  land  management  and  recreational  uses. 

• Balance  recreational  demand  with  scenic,  natural  and  cultural  features  in  parks. 

• Maintain  regional  trail  system. 

San  Francisco  City  Planning  Department  and  Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Paul  Deutsch  (Both  Watersheds) 

• San  Francisco  City  Charter  regulates  land  uses  on  land  owned  by  San  Francisco, 
and  any  changes  in  watershed  management  may  necessitate  changes  in  the 
General  Plan  for  the  City  Planning  Commission. 

• The  Office  of  Environmental  Review  has  CEQA  review  authority  over  the  Plan 
and  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  must  certify  the  Environmental 
Impact  Report. 

City  of  San  Francisco,  Health  Department 
Lorraine  Anderson  (Both  Watersheds) 

• Protection  of  public  health  and  safety. 

• Shares  regulatory  oversight  of  water  quality  with  State  Department  of  Health 
Services. 


10 


• Involved  with  update  of  San  Francisco  County  General  Plan;  this  update  may 
affect  ongoing  and  proposed  land  uses  within  the  watershed. 

• Concerned  with  water  quality  and  groundwater  protection. 

City  of  San  Francisco 

Josh  Milstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney  (Both  Watersheds) 

Daniel  Duane,  Law  Clerk  (Both  Watersheds) 

• Coordinate  all  legal  aspects  for  SFWD. 

San  Mateo  County  Agriculture  Commission 
Gail  Raabe  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Regulate  pesticide  use  to  protect  human  health  and  the  environment. 

• Serve  in  advisory  capacity  on  pest  control  issues  and  noxious  weed  control. 

San  Mateo  County  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 
Dave  Christy  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Provide  recreation  opportunities  for  the  public. 

• Protect  parks'  natural  resources. 

• Board  of  Supervisors  interested  in  providing  new  golf  courses. 

• County  Trail  Plan  needs  to  be  considered  in  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plans. 

San  Mateo  County  Planning  Department 
Sam  Hertzberg  (Peninsula  Watershed) 

• Protect  natural  and  cultural  resources. 

• Facilitate  recreational  uses,  such  as  new  golf  courses. 

• Concerned  with  sediment  in  Pilarcitos  Creek. 

• Interested  in  involvement  in  determining  uses  for  most  prominent  features  of  Plan 
development. 

• Building  road  across  watershed  dam. 

C.  Primary  Issues 

As  part  of  the  small  group  discussion  for  both  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula  watersheds, 
the  agency  representatives  identified  the  three  primary  issues,  relevant  to  their  agency, 
that  should  be  addressed  in  the  Plan  as  well  as  other  issues  of  interest  to  the  agency. 
A completed  issues  matrix  is  attached  that  identifies  the  primary  (P)  issues  and 
secondary  (V)  issues  of  each  agency  for  the  watersheds  as  a whole,  the  Alameda 
Watershed  and  the  Peninsula  Watershed.  A blank  copy  of  the  issues  matrices  is 
included  in  the  appendices  of  this  report.  The  primary  issues  noted  most  frequently  by 
agency  representatives  are  summarized  below. 
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Both  Watersheds 


Many  different  issues  were  identified  by  agency  representatives  as  primary  issues.  The 

most  common  issues  selected  for  both  watersheds  are  as  follows. 

• The  water  quality  issue,  "assess  the  impacts  of  human  use  of  the  watershed  on 
water  quality"  was  mentioned  by  nine  agency  representatives  as  a primary  issue. 

• Four  agency  representatives  noted  the  natural  resource  issue,  "assess  and  protect 
endangered  species"  of  primary  concern. 

• The  natural  resource  issue,  "evaluate  the  impact  to  wildlife,  endangered  species, 
archeological  and  cultural  issues"  was  selected  by  five  agency  representatives  as 
primary  concerns. 

• "Provide  access  for  recreation  as  long  as  there  is  no  impact  to  water  quality  or 
service"  was  noted  by  four  agency  representatives  as  a primary  concern. 

Alameda  Watershed 


Issues  selected  as  primary  by  agency  representatives  in  regard  to  the  Alameda 

Watershed  are  as  follows. 

• The  water  quality  issue,  "assess  the  impacts  of  adjacent  uses  on  water  quality 
(residential  development  - sewage /runoff)"  was  mentioned  by  five  agency 
representatives  as  a primary  issue. 

• "Protect  water  quality  in  Alameda  Creek,"  a water  quality  issue,  was  seen  as 
primary  by  four  representatives. 

• The  access  and  activity  issue,  "construct  additional  trails"  was  noted  by 
representatives  as  a primary  issue. 

• Four  representatives  selected  the  public  education  issue,  "educate  the  public  on 
the  relationship  between  water  quality  and  watershed  activities,"  as  a primary 
issue. 

Peninsula  Watershed 


The  most  common  issues  selected  as  primary  in  regard  to  the  Peninsula  Watershed 

follow. 

• The  water  quality  issue,  "minimize  run-off  from  existing /proposed  golf  courses," 
was  seen  as  a primary  issue  by  three  agency  representatives. 

• "Restrict  access  to  the  sensitive  areas  of  the  watershed,"  was  selected  by  two 
representatives  as  primary. 

• Two  agency  representatives  mentioned  the  issue  "develop /implement  a fire 
management  plan,"  as  primary. 
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D. 


Summary  of  Additional  Written  Comments  on  Primary  Issues 


The  following  is  a summary  of  written  comments  received. 

• Increased  access  will  increase  fire  risk. 

• Assess  impacts  of  copper  sulfate  and  pesticides  on  water  quality. 

• Reduce  erosion  from  roads  and  other  non-point  sources. 

Alameda  Watershed 

• Preserve  watershed  lands,  using  more  restrictive  controls. 

• Assess  grazing  impacts  and  determine  viability  of  ranching  practices. 

• Designate  lands  adjacent  lands  as  protected. 

• Prepare  quarry  reclamation  masterplan. 

Peninsula  Watershed 

• Study  the  impacts  of  increased  access  on  fire  hazards  and  on  medical  and  rescue 
operations. 

Both  Watersheds 

• Develop  and  utilize  good  general  planning. 

• Allow  only  compatible  uses. 

• Create  logical  boundaries. 

• Prohibit  all  body  contact  recreation  in  the  reservoir. 

• Prohibit  all  gasoline  powered  vehicles  in  the  reservoir. 

• Improved  linkage  between  all  agencies  concerned  with  watersheds. 

E.  Future  Communication 

On  the  Discussion  Guide /Comment  Sheet,  participants  were  asked  to  indicate  how  they 
preferred  to  continue  their  involvement  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
planning  process. 

• Sixteen  recommended  using  newsletters  as  communication  tools 

• Nine  recommended  using  public  workshops 

• Twelve  suggested  additional  agency  workshops 

• Seven  requested  involvement  in  the  formal  EIR  scoping  process. 

Meeting  frequency  was  recommended  as  needed;  when  draft  data/policies  become 
available,  or  1-2  times  per  year. 
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Other  suggestions  included: 

• Informal  communications 

• Establish  local  area  clearinghouse  for  EIR 

• Ongoing  coordination /review 

• Meetings /communication  at  critical  decision  stages 

• Issue-focused  meetings. 

F.  Other  Comments 

Agency  representatives  provided  further  comments  about  the  workshop  on  the 

Discussion  Guide/Comment  Sheet.  The  following  is  a summary  of  the  written 

comments  received: 

• Two  of  the  participants  were  displeased  with  the  meeting  format.  They  stated 
that  the  meeting  would  have  been  better  if  it  was  kept  to  a short  time  frame. 

• Two  representatives  requested  a workshop  focused  on  the  watersheds  with 
presentations  on  the  data  collected  for  existing  conditions  and  constraints. 

• One  representative  stated  that  the  impacts  of  existing  and  proposed  recreational 
use  as  it  affects  current  and  future  emergency  response  has  not  been  completely 
discussed  and  addressed. 

• A request  was  made  to  send  a summary  of  consolidated  matrix  and  agency  roles 
and  responsibilities  to  all  attendees. 

• One  meeting  participant  stated  that  individual  follow-up  meetings  and  formal 
written  communications  are  more  valuable  than  formal  meetings. 

• One  representative  requested  that  SFWD  assist  in  coordinated  effort  by  U.S.  EPA 
and  the  State  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  to  recognize  a NPDES  permit 
holder  to  implement  a systematic  approach  to  point  and  non-point  source 
pollution  control.  This  type  of  planning  is  similar  to  efforts  being  put  into  place 
by  SFWD.  The  representative  was  interested  in  discussing  GIS  mapping  in 
Alameda  County. 
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San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans  - 
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IV.  APPENDICES 


APPENDIX  A 


INVITATION  LETTER 

This  appendix  contains  the  Invitation  Letter  and  Confirmation  Fax.  Also 
included  is  the  distribution  list.  These  documents  were  distributed  prior  to 
Agency  Workshop. 


The  invitation  letter  on  the  following  pages  was  sent  to  Agency  representatives.  The 
distribution  list  is  contained  in  this  section. 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Public  Utilities  Commission 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 


May  18,  1993 


Brian  Hunter 
Manager,  Region  III 
CA  Department  of  Fish  & Game 
P.O.  Box  47 
Yountville,  CA  94589 

Dear  Mr.  Hunter: 

As  part  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Planning  effort,  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  would  like  to  invite  you  to  participate  in  an  Agency 
Workshop  for  regulatory  and  county  agencies.  The  workshop  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  June  16  from  9:30  until  noon  at  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department's 
(SFWD)  offices  at  1000  El  Camino  Real  in  Millbrae. 

As  you  may  know,  SFWD  is  currently  developing  comprehensive  watershed  policies 
and  management  plans  for  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  watersheds.  SFWD  is 
responsible  for  managing  San  Francisco's  water  resources  and  water  quality  through 
the  protection,  maintenance,  restoration  and  enhancement  of  these  watershed  lands. 
Located  in  San  Mateo,  Alameda  and  Santa  Clara  counties,  these  two  watersheds 
encompass  approximately  63,000  acres  of  natural  resources  and  include  six  reservoirs. 
For  several  years,  numerous  private  entities  and  special  interest  groups  have 
requested  access  to  the  watersheds  for  recreational  and  development  uses.  Through 
the  Watershed  Management  planning  process,  guidelines  and  policies  will  be 
developed  to  manage  these  land  and  water  resources  and  to  evaluate  existing  and 
proposed  land  uses. 

Initiated  in  August  of  last  year,  the  planning  effort  is  expected  to  be  completed  in 
mid-1995.  The  planning  process  will  include  development  of  an  overall  policy 
document  to  update  existing  procedures  for  both  watersheds.  Management  plans 
will  also  be  developed  for  each  watershed  which  will  address  the  distinctly  different 
biological,  physical  and  land  use  characteristics.  Finally,  program  level 
Environmental  Impact  Reports  (EIRs)  will  be  prepared  for  each  watershed  to  ensure 
that  all  state  requirements  and  environmental  concerns  are  adequately  considered. 

The  first  eight  months  of  the  planning  process  have  been  focused  on  data  collection. 
Initial  interviews  were  conducted  with  agencies,  organizations  and  community 
groups  and  individuals.  Three  public  workshops  were  held  in  March.  Existing 
studies  and  information  on  the  watersheds  have  been  collected  and  field  studies  are 
presently  underway.  Newsletters  and  public  meetings  continue  to  provide  regular 
communications  with  the  public  and.  agencies. 


Ml  B1 923-2467 


425  Mason  SL 


San  Francisco.  CA  941 02 
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The  purpose  of  the  Agencv  Workshop  is  to  establish  more  frequent  and  focused 
communication  with  county  and  regulatory  agencies  that  have  expertise  that  is  vital 
to  the  success  of  the  planning  effort.  At  the  June  16th  workshop,  SFWD  staff  and 
members  of  the  consulting  team  will  provide  a brief  overview  of  the  planning 
process  to  date  and  the  issues  that  were  identified  by  the  public  during  the 
workshops.  The  main  focus  of  the  Agency  Workshop  will  be  for  participants  to 
discuss  additional  issues,  particularly  those  areas  that  require  coordination  with 
specific  agencies,  and  to  identify  all  regulatory  considerations.  Following  the 
presentation,  small  group  discussions  will  occur  simultaneously,  one  focused  on 
Peninsula  Watershed  issues  and  the  other  on  Alameda  Watershed  issues.  The 
highlights  of  the  small  group  discussions  will  be  summarized  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
workshop. 

We  hope  you  will  be  able  to  attend  the  workshop  or  send  the  appropriate 
representative(s)  from  your  agency.  If  your  agency  has  interest  in  both  watersheds, 
please  be  sure  to  send  two  people  to  participate  in  the  small  group  discussion 
sessions.  (Please  note,  we  can  not  accommodate  more  than  two  representatives  from 
each  agency.)  Please  r.s.v.p.  to  Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  SFWD  at 
(415)  872-5934  by  Monday,  June  7.  At  this  time,  please  provide  the  names  of  the 
representative(s)  who  will  be  attending. 

Please  contact  Ed  Stewart  if  you  are  unable  to  attend  the  Agency  Workshop,  but 
would  like  your  agency  to  participate  in  the  process.  He  is  also  available  if  you 
would  like  to  discuss  in  more  detail  your  role  in  the  planning  process,  or  if  you  have 
any  questions.  Respondents  will  be  kept  informed  of  the  progress  of  the  project  and 
future  opportunities  to  participate. 


Very  truly  yours. 


John  P.  Mullane 
General  Manager 


Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Cindy  Chadwick,  Environmental  Specialist  for  Supervisor,  CA  Department  of 
Fish  & Game 

Larry  Week,  Associate  Fishery  Biologist,  CA  Department  of  Fish  & Game 


Names  with  an  asterisk  (*)  received  the  original  letter.  The  additional  names  received 
copies. 

Alameda  County  Water  District 
James  D.  Beard,  General  Manager  (*) 

Karl  Stinson,  Operations  Manager 

Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments 
Revan  Trantor,  Executive  Director  (*) 

Bay  Area  Water  Users 

Earl  L.  Lenahan,  Secretary  /CEO  (*) 

Doug  Short,  Belmont  Water  Department 

California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 

Brian  Hunter,  Manager,  Region  m (*) 

Cindy  Chadwick,  Environmental  Specialist  for  Supervisor 
Larry  Week,  Associate  Fishery  Biologist 

California  Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Richard  Wilson,  Director  (*) 

Ken  Nehoda,  Vegetation  Management  Program  Manager 

Mike  Martin,  Chief,  Sunol  District 

Bill  Ruskin,  Division  Chief 

Davis  Soho,  Forest  Pest  Manager 

Steve  Wert,  Range  Unit  Manager 

California  Department  of  Health  Services 

Molly  Joel  Coye,  Director  (*) 

Steve  Kachur,  Office  of  Drinking  Water 

Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 

Steve  Ritchie,  Executive  Director  (*) 

Dale  Bowyer,  SF  Bay  Region 
Tom  Mumley,  RWQCB 
Dyan  White,"  RWQCB 

East  Bay  Regional  Park  District 
Steve  Ritchie,  Executive  Director  (*) 

Bob  Doyle,  Assistant  General  Manager,  Land  Acquisition 
Jerry  Kent,  Director  of  Operations 
Maxine  Temer,  Planning  Stewardship 


Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Harry  Seryaderian,  Division  Director,  Water  Management  Division  (*) 

Rob  Leidy,  Life  Scientist 

Tim  Vendlinsky,  SF  Estuary  Project 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Lt.  Colonel  Leonard  E.  Cardoza,  District  Engineer^) 

Calvin  Fong,  Chief,  Regulatory  Branch 

Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area 
Brian  O'Neill,  Superintendent  (*) 

Doug  Nadeau,  Landscape  Architect 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Martin  Plenert,  Regional  Director^) 

Wayne  White,  Field  Supervisor 

Central  California  Coastal  Biosphere  Reserve 
Sally  Fairfax,  President  (*) 

Soils  and  Conservation  Service 

Charles  Bell,  State  Resources  Conservationist  (*) 

Rich  Casael,  San  Mateo  District  Conservationist 
Jeff  Rodriguez,  Santa  Clara  District  Conservationist 
Albert  Cema,  Alameda  District  Conservationist 

Resource  Conservation  District 

Alameda  County  - Norman  Madel,  President  (*) 

Evergreen  Resources  Conservation  District  (Santa  Clara  County)  - Todd  Cooper, 
President 

San  Mateo  County  - Fred  Cunha,  President 
Fred  Cunha,  President 

San  Francisco  County 
Lu  Blajez,  Planning  Director  (*) 

Ben  Gale,  Director,  Environmental  Health  Services  (*) 

Barbara  Sahm,  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (*) 

Alameda  County 

Steven  Szalay,  County  Administrator  (*) 

Donald  J.  LaBelle,  Public  Works  Director 
Norman  Madel,  President  Farm  Bureau 
Adolph  Martinelli,  Planning  Director 
Charles  Plummer,  Sheriff 

Rafat  Shahid,  Director,  Environmental  Health  Services 


■ 


San  Mateo  County 

John  Maltbie,  County  Manager  (*) 

Gail  Aabe,  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 
Terry  Bums,  Director,  Planning  Department 
Leonard  Cardoza,  Sheriff 

David  Christy,  director.  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation 
Paul  Koenig,  Director,  Environmental  Services  Agency 
Robert  Sans,  Director,  Public  Works  Department 

Santa  Clara  County 

Sally  Reed,  County  Executive  (*) 

Karen  Foss,  Director,  Parks  and  Recreation 
Leode  Franklin,  Director  Planning  and  Development 
Charles  Gillingham,  Sheriff 

Greg  VanWasssenhove,  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 


The  confirmation  fax  on  the  following  page  was  sent  to  Agency  representatives 
invited  to  the  Workshop. 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  June  14,  1993 


VIA:  Fax 


TO: 


Agency  Workshop  Participants 


FROM:  Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  San  Francisco  Water  Department 


Thank  you  for  responding  to  our  letter  requesting  your  attendance  at  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plan  Agency  Workshop  at  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  in 
Millbrae  on  Wednesday,  June  16.  Your  agency,  along  with  the  other  agencies  attending  this 
workshop,  will  play  a vital  role  in  the  development  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plans.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  encourage  an  open  exchange  of  the 
issues  and  to  identify  opportunities  for  a cooperative  planning  effort. 

Attached  for  your  reference  are  the  workshop  agenda  and  directions  to  the  SFWD  office  in 
Millbrae.  We  will  also  ask  for  your  active  participation  at  two  key  agenda  items  during  the 
workshop: 

V.  Aeencv  Roles  and  Jurisdictions  - at  the  conclusion  of  the  team's  presentation,  we 
will  ask  each  agency  representative  to  introduce  themselves  and  present  their 
agency's  priorities  and  roles,  including: 

• Your  agency's  role  or  jurisdiction  over  the  Peninsula  Watershed,  the  Alameda 
Watershed  or  both 

• Your  agency's  greatest  water /watershed-related  issue 

• Other  activities  in  which  your  agency  is  participating  that  SFWD  should  be 
aware  of 

VI.  Small  Group  Discussions  on  Agency  Issues  - at  this  point  of  the  workshop,  the 
group  will  divide  into  two  groups,  one  focusing  on  issues  regarding  the  Peninsula 
Watershed  and  the  other  focussing  on  Alameda  Watershed  issues.  All  issues 
obtained  at  previous  meetings  with  individual  agencies  will  be  listed  in  advance. 
Based  on  this  list,  you  will  be  asked  to  add  issues  that  are  not  listed  and  identify 
your  agency's  top  three  issues  with  regard  to  the  watershed.  From  this  discussion, 
we  hope  to  determine  those  common  issues  that  may  be  coordinated  throughout  the 
San  Francisco  Watershed  planning  process. 

I look  forward  to  your  input.  In  the  meantime,  if  you  have  any  questions,  please  don't 
hesitate  to  contact  me  at  (415)  872-5934. 


RE: 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plan  Agency  Workshop 


APPENDIX  B 


AGENCY  WORKSHOP  MEETING  MATERIALS 

This  appendix  contains  materials  distributed  during  the  Agency  Workshop, 
including:  Meeting  Agenda,  Alameda  and  Peninsula  Watershed  maps. 
Watershed  Management  Goals,  the  Discussion  Guide/Comment  Sheet  and  the 
sign-in  sheets. 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 


AGENCY  WORKSHOP 
Wednesday,  June  16, 1993 
9:30  a.m.  to  Noon 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 
1000  El  Camino  Real,  Millbrae 

AGENDA 


1. 

Welcome  & Introductions 

(5  minutes) 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager 
Water  Supply  & Treatment 
Division,  SFWD 

II 

Description  of  Watersheds 

(15  minutes) 

David  Blau 
EDAW 

III. 

Overview  of  Watershed 
Management  Plan  and 
Activities  Conducted  to  Date 

(10  minutes) 

David  Blau 
EDAW 

IV. 

Summary  of  Issues 
Identified  by  the  Public 
and  Agencies 

(10  minutes) 

Ed  Stewart 
Watershed  Manager 
SFWD 

V. 

Agency  Roles  and 
Jurisdictions 

(35  minutes) 

Agency  Participants 

VI. 

Small  Group  Discussions 
on  Agency  Issues 

(60  minutes) 

SFWD/Consultant  Staff 
& Agency  Participants 

VII. 

Results  of  Discussions 

(10  minutes) 

Small  Group 
Representatives 

VIII. 

Next  Steps/Conclusion 

(5  minutes) 

Ed  Stewart,  SFWD 

• Walnut 
Creek 
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REGIONAL  LOCATION 


San  Bruno 


PENINSULA  WATERSHED 


EDAW,  Inc. 

“ UOES  @ 


Half  Moon  Bay 


Woodside 


Belmont 

Road 


Pacifica 


Hillsborough 


San  Mateo 


ALAMEDA  WATERSHED 


ED  AW,  Inc 

■<£) 

MILES 


Milpitas 


Sunol 


DelN 

Tm'  Res« 

**<*"•— 1 I 


Del  Valle 
Reservoir 


Fremont 


Watershed 
Management 
Coals  Established 


I s part  of  the  Watershed  Management  f’lan 
' process,  I he  Watershed  Planning  Commit- 
tee has  defined  one  primary  goal  and  six  second- 
ary goals  for  watershed  management.  Goals  pro- 
vide direction  for  plan  development,  guidelines 
for  decision  making  and  a basis  for  the  evaluation 
of  plan  implementation.  The  project  goals  listed 
below  will  be  addressed  as  part  of  the  public 
meetings  in  early  March.  As  the  project  proceeds, 
objectives  and  policies  will  be  developed  for  each 
goal. 


Primary  Goal 

• Maintain  and  improve  water  quality  to  protect 
public  health  and  safety. 

Secondary  Goals 

• Maximize  the  contribution  of  the  watersheds 
to  water  supply. 

• Preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  resources 
of  the  watersheds. 

• Protect  the  watersheds,  adjacent  urban  areas 
and  the  public  from  fire  and  other  hazards. 

• Continue  existing  compatible  uses  and  pro- 
vide opportunities  for  potential  compatible 
uses  on  watershed  lands  including  educational, 
recreational  and  scientific  uses. 

• Provide  a balance  between  financial  resources, 
revenue  generation  activities  and  overall  ben- 
efits. 

• Enhance  public  awareness  of  water  quality, 
water  supply,  conservation  and  watershed 
protection  issues. 


DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 


Name: Date:  — 

Title: Agency: 


Address: Phone: 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print)  FAX:  — 


r 1)  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  GOALS  N 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  developed  for  the  Plan? 

\ / 

2)  AGENCY  MISSION 

What  is  your  agency's  mission  as  it  relates  to  the  Plan? 

SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLANS 
Agency  Workshop 
Wednesday,  June  16, 1993 
San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Milibrae 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLANS 
Agency  Workshop 
Wednesday,  June  16, 1993 
San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Millbrae 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLANS 
Agency  Workshop 
Wednesday,  June  16, 1993 
San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Millbrae 
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APPENDIX  C 


ADDITIONAL  MATERIALS  DISTRIBUTED 
AT  THE  AGENCY  WORKSHOP 


This  appendix  includes  additional  materials  distributed  at  the  Agency 
Workshop,  including:  newspaper  articles.  Volume  I and  Volume  II  of  the 
Watershed  Watch  Newsletter  and  a Nature  Conservancy  Brochure. 


APPENDIX  D 


MATRICES 

This  appendix  includes  the  matrices  developed  from  the  comments  provided 
the  agency  meeting  in  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula  small  groups. 


I 


APPENDIX  E 


WRITTEN  COMMENTS 

This  appendix  includes  the  written  comments  provided  at  the  agency  meeting. 


DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 

Name: ^ ~ Date: - — 

Title:  H Agency:  


Address: I I — — - — Phone: 

(The  above  information  is  optional:  please  print)  FAX:  — - ~r- 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 

I C / 1 / / r,  ^ 

Name:  > Date: — " j 

Title:  ^rir/v  M , Agency:  ‘:'A  r c ..mtu  Wa~C?v  Vi't^r-4 

AHHroQQ-  43^S  ~ ■ Blv/^1  , lV>vo^  "A  Phnno-  ^ * SlO 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print)  FA X : " 70  - \ 7 •)  ,7 


3)  REGULATIONS/RELATED  PROJECTS 

What  is  the  regulatory  focus  of  your  agency  as  it  relates  to  SFWD  and  their  watershed 
lands?  Are  there  any  other  projects  that  your  agency  is  participating  in  that  should  be 
coordinated  with  this  planning  effort?  


4)  ISSUES 

What  are  the  three  primary  issues,  relevant  to  your  agency,  that  should  be  addressed 
in  the  Plan?  (See  attached  issues  chart.) 


5)  FUTURE  COMMUNICATION 


How  do  you  prefer  to  continue  your  involvement  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  planning  process? 


Newsletters?  (Two  per  year) 

Public  Workshops  (two  rounds  per  year) 


_More  agency  workshops? 


Jf  so,  how  often 


Other, 


6)  OTHER  COMMENTS 


_Formal  EIR  Scoping  Process 
(fall,  1993) 


(over) 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 


DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 


Name: 

Date' 

Title: 

Agency: 

' r - ^ -■  * ....  # 

AHHrpss*  - ' - " ' --  " 1 

Phone-  ' ' ~ ’ T-: 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

FAX: 

r 1)  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  GOALS  ' 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  developed  for  the  Plan? 

~ ' ' ' ’ ' ^ ' -~-v  " -'1  ■ ; ‘ ~r^'  /. 

• , - - . v-  - 

s J 

f 2)  AGENCY  MISSION 

What  is  your  agency's  mission  as  it  relates  to  the  Plan? 

r - r : •- - 

\f  r C • V"  -C;  .J-V-O  --irf  pAAA  r .£  1 

• V 

^ • x 

•^)  >ala  <s  c ? k • . o h«.o 

V*".'  ' ' V < ;;  ■ '•  ^ vfc-  ’V  ' - ’’it/. A-'  ' A!' 

U f ^ ' 'CC A"\v 'r_ 

& sp-.ob  tr  -.ozfci  ■*"*>£'*  4 

/ 7 — « /o  ! 

°t\*  U.b  a , 

9 C 

V V 


— — — ; — — — — 

San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 

Name:  f"")  <2  u . <4  V\J  3 c.  h 1 n^tp-  — fc. T — iSh. 

Title:  .S'ta’Ff  Fn  reefer  Aaency:  C*  I F * f;v(C/)/ 

AHHrocc-  15  67C  Mc*t<?rp^  S4  Morcjq*  14  i 1 1 Phnnp*(40  & 7 77-  Z / 2J 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print)  FAX: 

r 1)  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  GOALS  ' 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  developed  for  the  Plan? 

\ J 

f 2)  AGENCY  MISSION  ^ 

What  is  your  agency's  mission  as  it  relates  to  the  Plan? 

9 Pcn<i;  tL  4~c r ^ Unc)  -f~ '■ { <2  £ cm4  tq  | Q ^ J $ r /?4 

1 r 

Oin  Al  Cuv^  Jo  U'Jciivr 

‘‘  C D F T fi»o  if  w s c>  o 1 "1  i n p^r  9 4i  c*  0 

Oq  fc  a * c)  l ‘i  c c)u.  c oc)  S£> u r~  a- 5^  £ * c 

rPq  M UtiC/L^  +°  cU+e* 

or— — 
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3)  REGULATIONS/RELATED  PROJECTS 

What  is  the  regulatory  focus  of  your  agency  as  it  relates  to  SFWD  and  their  watershed 
lands?  Are  there  any  other  projects  that  your  agency  is  participating  in  that  should  be 
coordinated  with  this  planning  effort'*:* 


^ icl  t 0 foilciL 


vc  ; ns.ll 

c?T~froc-f  p »i  r) 

l\j  q /v  /~- 

fu.I.-U  tO;// 

^ b is  ft  I i )^ci  ^ ( of>t~  g-FT^c'l . 

q r ir)  > i L L rtvir 

0 m ^ <•>  / f [lit 

« Ffcri- 

■f't'w/o  c/J«-  Cfl'ilcl  Cp  * (>■£>€?  i LtJ) 

yw  i /?c  to  -j  ht> 

P'2Y\A\n*)^lc, 

llCfZ  <zr()  G *<) 
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i\  | 
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^ 4)  ISSUES  > 

What  are  the  three  primary  issues,  relevant  to  your  agency,  that  should  be  addressed 
in  the  Plan?  (See  attached  issues  chart.) 

-Xl/V /'  r<>  Q QrC£i -.*>  ^ 

i A 4^4.  r ; 5 k 

'for  'f:  r* 

5)  FUTURE  COMMUNICATION 

How  do  you  prefer  to  continue  your  involvement  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  planning  process? 

Newsletters?  (Two  per  year)  More  agency  workshops? 

If  so,  how  often 

t-  Public  Workshops  (two  rounds  per  year) 

Formal  EIR  Scoping  Process 

Other (fall,  1 993) 


6)  OTHER  COMMENTS 


fnvpH 


i — ^ — ; : — -~— 

San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

DISCUSSION  GUIDE/COMMENT  SHEET 

Namp-  * — uc:C.  U . / cx\e.'-!  Hq^q- 

Title:  Aaency:  ' - 

AHHrPCQ'  > £i;n  norsrSr.  '-HLurovnr*,  <_  /f . “ Phnnp-  - - " ‘ 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  Drint)  FAX:  bo  - So o c 

r 1)  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  GOALS 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  goals  developed  for  the  Plan? 

^ r £ f »•  *Ji  LL , X ^ : £ tM*<-*x*  . t* . [ — ’ ' ■*- / — X ^ 

xv-J^  OuaCJz  r~*.  i~u  ‘:.J~  ~:r->:hcXl' 

~y  ’ -«-<-<  UT/t-tc*  ■Pf'ji*'  i y<- . 

y y 

2)  AGENCY  MISSION 

What  is  your  agency's  mission  as  it  relates  to  the  Plan? 

^/Zjl  P(i4MJU*€>  Ur  OCw  <?u.r  r'l  C ~ZIV!  L&'bZtJ  TC^rr^-.  XC  ' ‘■'cc  -i; 

kclcCsn  ■ ~ » ^rC'AH  u.U^r.  -^u f*f  /v^  LU-l  * c*  ' t*  ‘j'Y  ' 

£u~i-tlu  , ^2.  /Kcc^iOtV*  Cc'<^+£y<  ( Ce->fr''*n\  Q' S n^>r~  7 c/f 

(.  lh  Srr  ^-**1  c-j  Ct  Cf&<.  Cca  c <:.Cf  C.c?  — fVe*  / fPOtS^. 

~TT'-k  i S4  OcolQ  ltC  ^Lu,  tJyic  o~eP  C -sr>  <?, rri~\  ^ /3  f ^ 
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; 7 -* f— 1 — ■* — t—j 6 — » 

j()oll<XTXu-ft~  c*  C\  WClt  I'l  CW^Cn>v  " Culas^uIT  V\A(j~J^<A  oia.  j-^-CS-f*^  <^) 

1^-  redoJZiv^  t?  ItQCuju  ix^Xi  rX^hccSw  ^bc^  tr\  Ccr>\>^  ■ 

“ £ j r 1 r* — r ^ r^*— 

V ^ ) 

r 3)  REGULATIONS/RELATED  PROJECTS  ' 

What  is  the  regulatory  focus  of  your  agency  as  it  relates  to  SFWD  and  their  watershed 
lands?  Are  there  any  other  projects  that  your  agency  is  participating  in  that  should  be 
coordinated  with  this  planning  effort? 

fl)ft  iMcsitv  (c'x^maj^  llcS)  Stutter  rrt-/si  X.  M0iO< cmj  ^ 3^-^tZ/  clc** — r ds  ^ ^ - - f _c  \ 
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/ / j . , f~ 

v y 

^ 4)  ISSUES  ^ 

What  are  the  three  primary  issues,  relevant  to  your  agency,  that  should  be  addressed 
in  the  Plan?  (See  attached  issues  chart.) 

PUz  ^e.  r •/• ' - r p * , t T.  • J Au*  •-•  r/r.  £u*-  <„ 

2 /VA  ' 'V  rr***  ? p &*>}-',  cjl.cU^  £?v-t  a 

F.  ^c<Ltoe_^>  Y~ro^-o  r {(<*->  HJTS  - pP^J'~  ^CULKLX)' 

1 { 

^ -■ J 

5)  FUTURE  COMMUNICATION 

How  do  you  prefer  to  continue  your  involvement  in  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  planning  process? 


_Newsletters?  (Two  per  year) 

_Public  Workshops  (two  rounds  per  year) 
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INTRODUCTION 


A.  Overview 

This  document  provides  a summary  of  the  second  joint  agency  workshop  held  as 
part  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Planning  Project.  Incorporated  into 
this  document  are  an  overview  of  the  workshop  presentation  and  discussions  and  a 
summary  of  the  comments  made  by  workshop  participants.  Compiled  in  the 
appendices  are  samples  of  the  letter  of  invitation  and  its  distribution  list,  the  agenda 
and  attendance  list,  and  other  materials  distributed  at  the  workshop. 

The  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  (SFWD)  primary  use  of  the  23,000-acre 
Peninsula  Watershed  and  the  40,000-acre  Alameda  Watershed  has  been  to  store  and 
provide  water  to  more  than  2 million  homes  and  businesses  in  the  Bay  Area. 

Located  in  San  Mateo,  Alameda  and  Santa  Clara  counties,  these  two  watersheds 
encompass  63,000  acres  of  natural  resources  and  include  six  reservoirs.  In  response 
to  requests  for  recreational  access  from  numerous  private  entities  and  special  interest 
groups,  the  Watershed  Management  planning  process  was  initiated  in  August,  1992 
to  develop  a comprehensive  set  of  watershed  management  polices  and  procedures. 
The  final  products  of  the  planning  process  will  include  an  overall  policy  document, 
and  a management  plan  and  programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EER)  for 
each  watershed.  These  documents  will  provide  a framework  for  SFWD  to  make 
decisions  regarding  practices  and  activities  on  these  watershed  lands. 

This  Agency  Workshop  marks  the  end  of  Phase  II  of  the  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  planning  effort.  Phase  I (August,  1992  - January,  1993),  focused 
primarily  on  collection  of  existing  data,  and  consisted  of  more  than  50  interviews 
with  agencies,  organizations  and  communities,  and  collection  of  existing  studies  and 
information  on  the  watersheds.  Also  during  Phase  I,  a set  of  primary  and  secondary 
goals  were  developed  by  SFWD  and  the  consultant  team  to  help  guide  the  planning 
process.  One  round  of  three  public  workshops  was  held  in  March,  1993  to  obtain  key 
issues  of  importance  to  the  public,  and  two  editions  of  the  Watershed  Watch  newsletter 
were  mailed  to  all  interested  parties.  The  first  Agency  Workshop,  was  held  in  June, 
1993  to  clarify  the  jurisdictions  and  key  issues  from  the  county  and  regulatory 
agencies  that  have  an  interest  in  the  watersheds  and  their  management. 


1 


Phase  II  of  the  planning  process  focused  on  the  development  of  new  information,  and 
included  resource  studies  on  the  watersheds  during  the  spring  and  summer  of  1993, 
implementation  of  SFWD's  Geographic  Information  System  (GIS),  and  a public 
opinion  survey  of  residents  in  SFWD's  service  area.  A third  edition  of  the  Watershed 
Watch  newsletter  summarizing  the  natural  resource  studies  and  the  public  survey 
results  was  mailed  to  all  interested  parties.  Prior  to  the  second  Agency  Workshop, 
three  public  workshops  were  held  in  November,  1993  to  present  the  results  of  the 
natural  resource  studies  and  the  public  survey. 

During  Phase  III,  which  begins  in  January,  1994,  public  and  agency  input  received 
during  Phase  II  will  be  used  to  prepare  alternative  management  strategies  for  each 
watershed  and  a comprehensive  Draft  Watershed  Management  Policy  Plan.  The 
formal  programmatic  EIR  process  is  scheduled  to  begin  in  fall,  1994  and  continue 
through  1995.  The  public  and  agency  participation  program  will  continue  throughout 
the  planning  process  with  three  more  rounds  of  Public  and  Agency  Workshops.  All 
comments  and  information  received  at  the  public  and  agency  workshops  and  through 
written  and  telephone  correspondence  will  continue  to  be  documented  and 
considered  in  the  development  of  SFWD's  recommendation  to  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission.  The  Commission  is  expected  to  make  a final  decision  on  the  San 
Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans  and  the  Policy  Plan  by  the  end  of  1995. 


B.  Joint  Agency  Workshop 

Agency  Workshops  are  part  of  an  ongoing  effort  to  provide  information  to  and 
receive  comments  from  agencies  that  have  an  interest  in  the  management  of  SFWD's 
watershed  lands.  At  the  Agency  Workshop  held  on  December  1,  1993,  at  the  SFWD 
offices  in  Millbrae,  CA,  SFWD  and  consultant  staff  presented  and  discussed  the 
results  of  the  resource  studies  conducted  on  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  watersheds 
during  the  spring  and  summer  of  this  year.  The  data  maps  produced  on  SFWD's 
new  GIS  (Geographic  Information  System)  were  displayed  during  the  workshop. 

In  addition,  consultant  staff  presented  the  results  of  a recently  conducted  public 
opinion  survey  of  residents  in  SFWD's  service  area.  SFWD  commissioned  the  public 
opinion  survey  of  its  customers  in  order  to  know  and  understand  public  opinion  on 
various  issues  relating  to  water  quality  and  watershed  access.  A copy  of  the 
preliminary  survey  results  was  distributed  at  the  meeting.  A comprehensive  report 
of  the  survey  results  will  be  available  at  the  SFWD  offices  in  early  1994.  SFWD  and 
consultant  staff  also  provided  a recap  of  comments  received  at  three  public 
workshops  held  during  the  month  of  November.  (A  separate  document  summarizing 
the  public  workshops  will  also  be  available  at  SFWD  offices  in  early  1994.) 
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Approximately  27  participants  representing  16  agencies  attended  the  workshop.  The 
following  list  includes  the  participating  staff  and  agency  representatives  attending  the 
meeting. 

Participating  Staff: 

San  Francisco  Water  Department  Staff 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager,  Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 

Joe  Naras,  Watershed  Management  Staff 

Consultant  Staff 
David  Blau,  ED  AW 
Tina  Stott,  EDAW 

Kelly  Stewart,  Public  Affairs  Management 
Sammy  Seo,  Public  Affairs  Management 
Denise  Rousseau,  ESA 
Carol  James,  Montgomery  Watson 
Karen  Johnson,  Montgomery  Watson 


Agency  Representatives: 

Alameda  County  Water  District 
Douglas  Chun,  Water  Quality  Manager 
Jim  Reynolds,  Water  Supply  Engineer 

Alameda  County 

Obaid  Kahn,  Junior  Engineer  Scientist,  Public  Works  Department 
Jack  Lindley,  Water  Resources  Manager,  Public  Works  Department 
Jun  Makishima,  Supervising  Registered  Environmental  Health  Specialist, 
Department  of  Environmental  Health 

Bay  Area  Water  Users 

Brian  D.  Bums,  General  Manager 

CA  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 

Patricia  Anderson,  Biologist  for  Marine  Fisheries 

Jeannine  DeWald,  Associate  Wildlife  Biologist 

CA  Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Dave  Soho,  Resource  Manager 
Len  Theiss,  Ranger  Unit  #1 
David  Wachtel,  Forester 

CA  Department  of  Health  Services 

John  Andrew,  Sanitary  Engineer,  Division  of  Drinking  Water 
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Caltrans 

Tim  Mehta,  Senior  Transportation  Engineer 
A1  Colarusso,  Associate  Transportation  Engineer 

East  Bay  Regional  Park  District 
Maxine  Terner,  Chief  Planner,  Stewardship 

GGNRA 

Doug  Nadeau,  Chief,  Resources  Management 

Terri  Thomas,  Natural  Resource  Management  Specialist 

Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
Doug  Straw,  Water  Resource  Control  Engineer 

San  Francisco  County 

Paul  Deutsch,  Planner  IV,  Office  of  Environmental  Review 

San  Mateo  County 

John  A.  Wells,  Sheriff's  Department 

Gail  Raabe,  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 

Santa  Clara  County 

Julie  Bondurant,  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 
Dave  Pierce,  Regional  Park  Planner,  Park  and  Recreation 

U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Mark  D' Avignon,  Environmental  Protection  Specialist 

Wade  Eakle,  Biologist 

U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Tim  Vendlinski,  Life  Scientist 

U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Jim  Carson,  Supervisory  Fish  & Wildlife  Biologist 


II.  SFWD/CONSULTANT  STAFF  PRESENTATION 


' 


II.  SFWD/CONSULTANT  TEAM  PRESENTATION 


A.  Introductions  and  Meeting  Format 

The  meeting  began  with  a welcome  and  introduction  by  Ed  Stewart,  SFWD's 
Watershed  Manager.  Mr.  Stewart  gave  a brief  summary  of  the  progress  of  the  San 
Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans.  He  also  described  the  following  objectives 
of  the  meeting: 

♦ update  the  agency  representatives  on  the  progress  of  the  watershed 
management  plan  study;  and 

♦ present  preliminary  results  from  the  resource  studies  and  Geographic 
Information  Systems  (GIS)  development,  as  well  as  the  public  opinion  survey. 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager  of  SFWD's  Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division,  gave  a 
brief  summary  of  SFWD's  primary  objectives  for  the  Watershed  Management  Plans. 
She  explained  the  Water  Department's  commitment  to  providing  an  ample  supply  of 
high  quality  water  and  the  importance  of  public  and  agency  involvement  in  the 
watershed  management  planning  process. 

Kelly  Stewart,  from  Public  Affairs  Management,  the  subconsultant  assisting  in  the 
coordination  of  the  Public  and  Agency  Participation  Program  and  the  moderator  for 
the  workshop,  described  the  workshop  format  and  advised  the  attendees  of  the  times 
reserved  for  questions  and  comments.  The  workshop  participants  were  also  asked  to 
introduce  themselves. 


B.  Part  1:  Planning  Process 

David  Blau  of  ED  AW,  the  lead  consulting  firm  specializing  in  environmental  resource 
planning,  provided  an  overview  of  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula  Watersheds  using 
slides  showing  satellite  photos,  historic  photos,  site  photos  and  GIS  data  maps. 

Mr.  Blau  described  the  GIS  and  how  the  project  team  used  it  to  build  a 
comprehensive  database  for  each  watershed.  He  stated  that  data  maps  showing 
vegetation,  soils,  wildlife,  slope  and  other  existing  resources  will  be  used  to  identify 
vulnerable  areas  of  the  watershed  in  terms  of  water  quality  protection,  natural 
resources  and  fire  and  other  hazards. 
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C Part  2:  Watershed  Resource  Mapping 

David  Blau  of  EDAW  continued  the  presentation  with  detailed  descriptions  of  the 
Alameda  and  Peninsula  watersheds  in  terms  of  their  topography,  vegetation,  wildlife, 
seismic  character,  recreational  and  commercial  uses,  and  cultural  resources  (historical 
and  archaeological).  The  significant  differences  between  the  Alameda  and  Peninsula 
watersheds  in  terms  of  their  physical  characteristics  and  historic  uses  were 
emphasized. 

Carol  James  of  Montgomery  Watson  provided  an  overview  of  the  Water  Quality 
Vulnerability  Zone  mapping.  She  explained  that  there  are  five  natural  characteristics 
which  influence  the  formation  of  water  quality  vulnerability  zones  on  the  watershed: 
soils,  vegetation,  slope,  proximity  to  water,  and  wildlife.  GIS  data  maps  showing 
these  conditions  as  they  currently  exist  have  been  developed.  Using  these  five 
natural  resource  data  layers,  as  well  as  data  regarding  landslide  areas  and  rainfall 
intensity,  vulnerability  zones  are  being  developed  for  five  water  quality  parameters: 
particulates,  nutrients,  micro-organisms,  tri-halomethane  precursors  and  synthetic 
organic  compounds.  Potential  contaminant  sources,  such  as  roads,  golf  courses,  gas 
and  oil  pipelines,  quarries  and  residential  development  will  also  be  considered. 
Measures  of  high,  medium  and  low  will  be  used  to  weight  the  importance  of  the 
natural  characteristics  (e.g.,  soil,  slope,  vegetation,  etc.)  relative  to  each  vulnerability 
zone.  The  water  quality  vulnerability  zone  maps  will  be  used  in  conjunction  with  the 
natural  resource  vulnerability  zone  maps  to  determine  management  units  and 
alternative  strategies. 

David  Blau  concluded  the  presentation  with  a summary  of  the  implementation 
process  of  the  GIS  at  SFWD.  The  GIS  hardware  and  software  will  be  installed  at  the 
SFWD  offices  and  staff  will  be  trained  to  implement  the  program.  SFWD  will  use  the 
GIS  for  day-to-day  activities  as  well  as  long  range  management  plans. 


D.  Part  3:  Public  Opinion  Survey 

Kelly  Stewart  of  Public  Affairs  Management  presented  the  preliminary  results  of  the 
Public  Opinion  Survey  conducted  this  fall  for  the  SFWD  by  San  Francisco  State's 
Public  Research  Institute.  It  was  explained  that  the  purpose  of  the  survey  was  to 
gain  input  from  SFWD's  customers,  and  that  the  results  would  be  considered  along 
with  input  received  from  the  public  and  agency  workshops,  as  well  as  the  results  of 
the  resource  studies. 

Ms.  Stewart  described  the  methodology  used  and  presented  the  results  of  some  of  the 
survey  questions  which  asked  participants  to  state  their  preferences  and  opinions 
regarding  watershed  management  goals,  public  access,  recreational  activities, 
revenue-producing  activities  and  the  impacts  of  these  activities  on  water  quality  and 
the  environment. 
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A copy  of  the  Preliminary  Public  Opinion  Survey  Report  will  be  available  in  early 
1994  at  the  SFWD  offices. 


E.  Next  Steps/Conclusion 

Ed  Stewart  concluded  the  workshop  by  outlining  the  planned  activities  for  Phase  III 
of  the  watershed  management  planning  process.  During  Phase  III,  SFWD  will 
develop  alternative  strategies  to  include  in  a Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report 
(DEIR).  In  addition,  SFWD  will  develop  a Range  Management  Plan  for  the  Alameda 
Watershed  which  will  be  incorporated  into  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management 
Plan. 

SFWD  will  conduct  three  more  rounds  of  public  and  agency  meetings:  workshops  on 
management  alternatives  and  policies  in  spring,  1994;  EIR  scoping  in  fall,  1994;  and 
public  hearings  on  the  EIR  in  spring,  1995. 

Ultimately  the  Watershed  Management  Plans  will  be  presented  to  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  for  a final  decision. 
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III.  SUMMARY  OF  AGENCY 

QUESTIONS  AND  COMMENTS 


III.  SUMMARY  OF  AGENCY  QUESTIONS  AND  COMMENTS 


A summary  of  the  verbal  questions  and  comments  recorded  at  the  workshop,  as  well  as 
the  written  comments  received,  is  provided  on  the  following  pages. 

A.  PLANNING  PROCESS 

The  following  questions  regarding  the  Planning  Process  were  received  from  agency 
representatives  and  responded  to  by  SFWD  and  consultant  staff. 

♦ Does  SFWD  directly  serve  households  in  the  East  Bay  or  only  other  utilities? 
SFWD  supplies  water  to  other  utilities  in  the  East  Bay  only. 

♦ Once  the  plan  is  finalized,  who  makes  the  final  decision? 

The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission.  Once  the  policy  and  management 
plans  are  developed,  SFWD  will  ask  the  PUC  to  adopt  the  management  plans  as 
policy. 

♦ Is  the  Hetch-Hetchy  watershed  getting  the  same  kind  of  pressure  for  access? 
Most  of  the  water  drainage  in  the  Sierras  is  within  National  Park  Service 
jurisdiction  which  protects  the  Hetch-Hetchy  source  from  such  pressures. 

♦ Most  of  the  Alameda  watershed  is  outside  of  SFWD  jurisdiction.  Is  any  effort 
being  made  to  establish  policy  regarding  adjacent  lands  (i.e.,  Santa  Clara 
County)  to  help  protect  reservoirs?  Are  other  counties  cooperating  with  SFWD? 
Only  the  lower  third  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  is  being  mapped  and  studied  in 
depth  as  part  of  this  planning  process.  Upstream  activities  and  other  activities 
on  the  watershed  outside  of  SFWD's  jurisdiction  will  be  considered  as  part  of  the 
planning  process  and  addressed  in  the  form  of  recommended  actions  and  policies. 

♦ Once  the  policies  and  plans  have  been  adopted,  what  authority  do  they  give 
SFWD  to  guide  development? 

Within  the  SFWD-owned  lands,  the  management  plan  being  developed  for  each 
watershed  will  provide  a guide  for  acceptable  uses.  SFWD  will  administer  the 
PUC  approved  policy. 
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♦ The  majority  of  the  2.3  million  users  are  outside  of  San  Francisco,  but  the 
policy  is  being  decided  solely  by  the  San  Francisco  PUC.  What  is  the  appeals 
process  for  other  local  governments  if  they  don't  agree  with  the  final  policy? 
Are  the  public  and  agency  workshops  the  only  opportunities  for  input? 
Cooperative  relationships  between  counties  will  strongly  influence  the 
management  plans  approved  by  the  San  Francisco  PUC.  Summary  reports  are 
produced  for  all  Agency  Workshops  which  document  the  comments  received 
from  agency  representatives. 

♦ It  is  confusing  for  non-San  Francisco  residents  to  understand  how  San 
Francisco's  government  and  bureaucracy  works  (i.e.  relationship  of  SFWD, 
PUC,  Board  of  Supervisors).  The  decision  making  process  is  unclear.  An 
organizational  diagram  or  chart  of  this  process  would  be  helpful. 

A decision-making  process  diagram  will  be  provided  in  the  next  newsletter  in 
spring,  1994. 

♦ It  appears  that  grazing  has  caused  significant  damage  to  the  Lower  Alameda 
Watershed,  especially  riparian  and  hardwood  areas.  Is  there  any  immediate 
recourse  to  prevent  further  degradation,  or  do  the  plans  have  to  be  approved 
before  any  action  can  be  taken? 

Yes  and  no.  Some  remedial  steps  (simple,  straightforward,  structural)  can  be 
taken  right  away  (e.g.,  fencing).  More  complex  issues  (e.g.,  golf  courses)  will  have 
to  wait  until  completion  of  the  plan. 

♦ Does  SFWD  have  any  plans  for  the  abandoned  Skyline  Quarry  during  the  next 
two  years? 

SFWD  has  offered  the  abandoned  quarry  for  use  by  Caltrans  to  deposit  materials 
from  the  Highway  92  widening  project. 

♦ Once  the  management  policy  plans  are  adopted  and  implemented  will  there  be 
any  provisions  to  prevent  the  gradual  erosion  of  uses  defined  by  the 
management  units  in  the  future? 

At  this  time,  the  SF  PUC  reserves  the  right  to  reverse  its  decision  regarding  the 
San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans.  However,  it  is  believed  that  due  to 
the  time,  money  and  value  invested  in  this  plan,  it  will  be  supported  by  the  PUC 
in  the  future. 
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B.  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  MAPPING 


The  following  questions  regarding  SF  Watershed  Resource  Mapping  were  received  from 
agency  representatives  and  responded  to  by  SFWD  and  consultant  staff. 

♦ Has  the  San  Francisco  Popcorn  Flower  been  identified  as  a sensitive  plant 
species  as  part  of  the  resource  inventory?  (Note:  this  species  has  been  recently 
rediscovered.) 

Because  environmental  studies  are  being  conducted  as  part  of  a broad-based, 
programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report,  specific  species  are  not  identified. 
If  a specific  use  is  proposed  after  the  watershed  management  plans  are  adopted, 
a project  EIR  will  be  required,  and  focused  plant  surveys  will  be  conducted. 

C.  PUBLIC  OPINION  SURVEY 

The  following  questions  regarding  the  Public  Opinion  Survey  were  received  from 
agency  representatives  and  responded  to  by  SFWD  and  consultant  staff. 

♦ Are  the  results  of  the  survey  consistent  with  comments  received  at  the  public 
meetings? 

No,  the  public  meetings  tend  to  attract  special  interests.  However,  the  public 
opinion  survey  results  appear  to  correspond  with  the  written  comments  received 
from  the  general  public. 

♦ Will  the  survey  be  given  to  special  interests? 

No,  the  survey  was  conducted  randomly.  Special  interest  representatives  attend 
the  public  workshops  and  express  their  opinions  at  that  time.  In  the  spring, 
another  opportunity  will  be  provided  for  them  to  review  and  provide  detailed 
input  regarding  the  alternative  strategies. 

♦ Was  the  scope  of  the  public  opinion  survey  broader  than  recreational  activities? 
How  were  the  "revenue  producing"  questions  asked? 

The  public  opinion  survey  included  questions  regarding  revenue  producing 
activities  and  other  aspects  of  the  watersheds.  A variety  of  questions  were  asked 
to  help  eliminate  bias.  A full  report  of  the  survey  results  will  be  available  in  early 
1994. 

♦ Were  all  survey  participants  asked  what  recreational  activities  they  would  allow 
on  watershed  lands,  or  just  the  ones  who  didn't  answer  "no  access"? 

All  survey  participants  were  asked  which  activities  they  would  allow  on 
watershed  lands.  Responses  will  be  cross-tabulated  in  the  final  report  to 
determine  which  activities  were  "allowed"  by  those  who  specified  "no  access". 
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♦ Is  it  too  early  for  SFWD  to  determine  how  public  opinion/input  will  fit  into  the 
final  approach? 

Public  opinion  is  only  one  source  of  input.  It  has  not  yet  been  determined  how 
the  different  inputs  will  be  weighed. 


D.  CONCLUSION 

Agency  representatives  and  consultant  staff  asked  the  following  questions  regarding 
meeting  format. 

♦ The  last  meeting  was  in  small  groups.  Do  the  workshop  participants  have  any 
format  preferences  for  the  next  series  of  workshops? 

It  depends  on  how  much  feedback  SFWD  wants  from  the  participants.  If  more 
time  is  devoted  to  feedback  than  to  presentation,  then  a small  group  format  is 
preferred. 

♦ Can  agency  representatives  receive  information  on  the  alternatives  before  the 
next  workshop? 

The  newsletter  will  summarize  the  information  and  will  be  mailed  in  advance  of 
the  public  and  agency  workshops. 


E.  WRITTEN  COMMENTS 

The  following  comments  were  summarized  from  Comments  Sheets  completed  and 

returned  by  agency  representatives. 

♦ It  was  asked  if  SFWD  will  develop  recommendations  for  Santa  Clara  County  and 
Alameda  County  Boards  of  Supervisors  to  assist  them  in  the  formulation  and 
implementation  of  policies  guiding  upstream  impacts  uses  and  impacts  on  water 
quality. 

♦ There  are  future  opportunities  for  the  SFWD  and  the  Alameda  County  Urban  Run 
Off  Clean  Water  Program  to  work  together  on  watershed  management  planning 
to  protect  the  water  quality  of  San  Francisco  reservoirs. 

♦ Will  SFWD  make  their  GIS  data  available  to  the  Alameda  County  Stormwater 
National  Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  Program? 

♦ The  quality  of  SFWD's  planning  process  is  impressive.  Stormwater  NPDES 
would  like  to  build  on  the  SFWD's  experiences  and  data. 

♦ Will  copies  of  the  technical  reports  be  made  available  to  the  agencies? 
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♦ The  Peninsula  Watershed  probably  has  many  more  sensitive  species  than  the  ones 
that  have  been  listed.  Some,  such  as  bald  eagles,  have  been  seen  by  wildlife 
biologists  but  are  not  listed.  The  species  that  should  be  surveyed  are  the  spotted 
owl,  yellow-legged  frog,  Aleutian  goose,  W.  grebe  and  others.  These  can  be  easily 
surveyed. 

♦ The  planning  process  appears  to  be  logical  and  a rational  way  to  address  the 
multiplicity  of  watershed  issues.  A chief  concern  is  maintaining  the  integrity  of 
the  adopted  policy  over  time.  Is  there  a need  for  a technical  advisory  group  to 
balance  the  political  decisions? 

♦ How  will  SFWD  factor  in  outside  impacts?  Management  controls  will  be  more 
difficult  to  implement  in  areas  outside  of  SFWD's  authority. 

♦ SFWD  should  request  a list  of  threatened,  endangered  and  candidate  species  that 
may  occur  in  the  project  area  from  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
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IV.  APPENDICES 


APPENDIX  A 


INVITATION  MATERIALS 

This  appendix  contains  samples  of  the  two  Invitation  Letters  and  their  distribution 
lists.  The  letters  were  mailed  prior  to  the  Agency  Workshop. 
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The  invitation  letter  on  the  following  pages  was  sent  to  the  agency  representatives  listed 
below. 

Names  with  an  asterisk  (*)  received  the  original  letter.  The  additional  names  received 
copies. 

Alameda  County  Water  District 
James  D.  Beard,  General  Manager  (*) 

Karl  Stinson,  Operations  Manager 
Douglas  Chun,  Water  Quality  Manager 

Association  of  Bay  Area  Governments 
Revan  Trantor,  Executive  Director  (*) 

Patricia  Perry,  Senior  Planner 

Bay  Area  Water  Users 

Brian  D.  Bums,  General  Manager  ■ *) 

Doug  Short,  President 

California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Brian  Hunter,  Regional  Manager,  Region  III  (*) 

Cindy  Chadwick,  Environmental  Specialist  for  Supervisor,  Environmental  Services 
Division 

Larry  Week,  Environmental  Sepecialist  III 
Jeannine  DeWald,  Associate  Wildlife  Biologist 
Martha  Schauss,  Wildlife  Biologist 

California  Department  of  Forestry  and  Fire  Protection 
Richard  Wilson,  Director  (*) 

Ken  Nehoda,  Vegetation  Management  Program  Manager 

Mike  Martin,  Chief,  Sunol  District 

Bill  Ruskin,  State  Forest  Ranger  II 

Davis  Soho,  Resource  Manager,  Felton 

Steve  Wert,  Ranger  Unit  Chief 

Dave  Wachtel,  Forester,  Santa  Clara 

California  Department  of  Health  Services 
Ron  Joseph,  Acting  Director  (*) 

John  Andrew,  Sanitary  Engineer,  Division  of  Drinking  Water 

Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 

Steve  Ritchie,  Executive  Officer  (*) 

Dale  Bowyer,  Associate  Water  Resource  Control  Engineer 
Doug  Straw,  Water  Resource  Control  Engineer 
Tom  Mumley,  Associate  Water  Resource  Control  Engineer 
Dyan  White,  Associate  Engineering  Geologist 


East  Bay  Regional  Park  District 
Pat  O'Brien,  General  Manager 

Bob  Doyle,  Assistant  General  Manager,  Land  Acquisition 
Jerry  Kent,  Assistant  General  Manager,  Operations 
Maxine  Temer,  Chief  Planner,  Stewardship 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Harry  Seryaderian,  Division  Director,  Water  Management  Division  (*) 

Rob  Leidy,  Life  Scientist 
Tim  Vendlinski,  Life  Scientist 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Lt.  Colonel  Leonard  E.  Cardoza,  District  Engineer(*) 

Calvin  Fong,  Chief,  Regulatory  Branch 
David  Ammerman,  Environmental  Specialist 
Wade  Eakel,  Biologist 

Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area 
Brian  O'Neill,  Superintendent  (*) 

Doug  Nadeau,  Chief,  Resources  Management 
Nancy  Homor,  Park  Planner 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Martin  Plenert,  Regional  Director^) 

Wayne  White,  Field  Supervisor 

Central  California  Coastal  Biosphere  Reserve 
Sally  Fairfax,  President  (*) 

Soils  and  Conservation  Service 

Charles  Bell,  State  Resource  Conservationist  (*) 

Rich  Casael,  District  Conservationist,  Area  2 
Jeff  Rodriguez,  District  Conservationist,  Area  2 
Albert  Cema,  District  Conservationist,  Area  2 
Gary  Bullard,  State  Water  Quality  Coordinator 

Resource  Conservation  District 

Alameda  County  - Norman  Maciel,  President  (*) 

Evergreen  Resources  Conservation  District  (Santa  Clara  County)  - Todd  Cooper, 
President 

San  Mateo  County  - Fred  Cunha,  President 


November  3,  1993 


FIRSTNAME-  LASTNAME- 

TITLE- 

COMPANY- 

STREET- 

CITY-,  STATE-  ZIP- 


Dear  SALUTATION-  LASTNAME-: 

I would  like  to  invite  you  to  participate  in  our  second  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plan  workshop  for  regulatory  and  county  agencies.  The  Agency  Workshop 
will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  December  1,  1993  from  9:30  a.m.  to  Noon  at  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  offices  at  1000  El  Camino  Real  in  Millbrae. 

The  focus  of  this  Agency  Workshop  will  be  to  present  and  discuss  the  results  of  the 
resource  studies  conducted  on  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  watersheds  during  the  spring 
and  summer  of  this  year.  The  data  has  been  mapped  on  SFWD's  new  GIS  (Geographic 
Information  System).  GIS-produced  data  maps  will  be  available  for  review. 

In  addition,  the  results  of  a recently  conducted  public  opinion  survey  of  residents  in 
SFWD's  service  area  will  be  presented.  SFWD  and  consultant  staff  will  also  provide  a 
recap  of  comments  received  at  three  public  workshops  being  held  this  month: 
November  10  at  the  College  of  San  Mateo;  November  16  at  the  Ferry  Building  in  San 
Francisco;  and  November  18  at  the  Pleasanton  Senior  Center. 

Agency  Workshops  are  part  of  an  ongoing  effort  to  provide  information  and  receive 
comments  from  agencies  that  have  an  interest  in  the  management  of  SFWEi's  watershed 
lands.  The  Agency  Workshop  will  mark  the  completion  of  Phase  II  of  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  planning  effort.  Your  input  at  this  stage  is  important,  as  the 
information  presented  at  this  workshop  will  be  used  during  Phase  El  to  prepare 
alternative  management  strategies  for  each  watershed  and  a comprehensive  Draft 
Watershed  Management  Policy  Plan. 


We  hope  you  will  be  able  to  attend  the  workshop  or  send  another  representative(s)  from 
your  agency.  The  representatives  from  your  agency  who  attended  the  first  workshop 
are  listed  below  and  have  been  sent  a copy  of  this  letter.  Please  note,  we  can  not 
accommodate  more  than  two  representatives  from  each  agency.  Please  r.s.v.p.  to  Ed 
Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  SFWD  at  (415)  872-5934  by  Monday,  November 
22. 


Very  truly  yours. 


JOHN  P.  MULLANE 
General  Manager 


Attachment  (Directions  to  SFWD  Millbrae  Offices) 


cc:  Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  SFWD 

Cheryl  Davis,  Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division  Manager,  SFWD 

Joe  Naras,  Urban  Forester,  SFWD 

Leo  Bauer,  Alameda  Division  Manager,  SFWD 


Directions  to  SFWD/Millbrae  Office: 


Highway  101 


Take  101  to  the  Millbrae  Avenue  Exir  (West); 

Cross  over  CaiTrain  tracxs; 

Turn  right  on  El  Camino  Reai; 

Continue  on  El  Camino  Reai  approximately  3-4  blocks; 

Look  for  an  Orchard  Suppiv  Hardware  sign  on  the  right; 

(SFWD  driveway  is  immediately  behind  the  sign  at  the  traffic  signal); 
Turn  right  into  driveway; 

SFWD  offices  will  be  on  your  left; 

Parking  spaces  are  available  in  front,  and  around  the  side  of  the  building. 


1-280 


Take  1-280  to  Hiller est/ Larkspur  Avenue  Exir 
Take  Hill  crest  east  to  El  Camino  Reai 
Turn  north  on  El  Camino  Reai; 

Follow  same  directions  as  above. 


The  invitation  letter  on  the  following  pages  was  sent  to  the  county  representatives  listed 
below. 

Names  with  an  asterisk  (*)  received  the  original  letter.  The  additional  names  received 
copies. 

San  Francisco  County 
Lu  Blajez,  Planning  Director  (*) 

Ben  Gale,  Director,  Environmental  Health  Services  (*) 

Barbara  Sahm,  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (*) 

Paul  Deutsch,  Planner  IV,  Office  of  Environmental  Review 
Lorraine  Anderson,  Health  Department 

Alameda  County 

Steven  Szalay,  County  Administrator  (*) 

Donald  }.  LaBelle,  Public  Works  Director 
Norman  Maciel,  President  Farm  Bureau 
Adolph  Martinelli,  Planning  Director 
Charles  Plummer,  Sheriff 

Rafat  Shahid,  Director,  Environmental  Health  Services 

Jack  Lindley,  Water  Resources  Manager,  Public  Works  Department 

James  Sorenson,  Assistant  Planning  Director,  Planning  Department 

San  Mateo  County 

John  Maltbie,  County  Manager  (*) 

Gail  Raabe,  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 
Terry  Bumes,  Director,  Planning  Department 
Don  Horsley,  Sheriff 

Patrick  Sanchez,  Director,  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation 
Paul  Koenig,  Director,  Environmental  Services  Agency 
Robert  Sans,  Director,  Public  Works  Department 
Sam  Hertzberg,  Planner,  Planning  Department 

Santa  Clara  County 

George  Newell,  Deputy  County  Executive  (acting)  (*) 

Karen  Foss,  Director,  Parks  and  Recreation 
Dave  Pierce,  Regional  Park  Planner,  Parks  and  Recreation 
Leode  Franklin,  Director,  Environmental  Resources  Agency 
Charles  Gillingham,  Sheriff 

Greg  VanWasssenhove,  Agricultural  Commissioner/Sealer  Animal  Control  Director 
Hugh  Graham,  Senior  Planner,  Advanced  Planning  Office 
Bill  Shoe,  Planner  III,  Advanced  Planning  Office 


. 


November  3,  1993 


Name 

Title 

Agency 

Address 

City /State /Zip 

Dear  Mr. /Ms. : 

I would  like  to  invite  you  to  participate  in  our  second  San  Francisco  Watershed 
Management  Plan  workshop  for  regulatory  and  county  agencies.  The  Agency  Workshop 
will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  December  1,  1993  from  9:30  a.m.  to  Noon  at  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  offices  at  1000  El  Camino  Real  in  Millbrae. 

The  focus  of  this  Agency  Workshop  will  be  to  present  and  discuss  the  results  of  the 
resource  studies  conducted  on  the  Peninsula  and  Alameda  watersheds  during  the  spring 
and  summer  of  this  year.  The  data  has  been  mapped  on  SFWD's  new  GIS  (Geographic 
Information  System).  GIS-produced  data  maps  will  be  available  for  review. 

In  addition,  the  results  of  a recently  conducted  public  opinion  survey  of  residents  in 
SFWD's  service  area  will  be  presented.  SFWD  and  consultant  staff  will  also  provide  a 
recap  of  comments  received  at  three  public  workshops  being  held  this  month: 
November  10  at  the  College  of  San  Mateo;  November  16  at  the  Ferry  Building  in  San 
Francisco;  and  November  18  at  the  Pleasanton  Senior  Center. 

Agency  Workshops  are  part  of  an  ongoing  effort  to  provide  information  and  receive 
comments  from  agencies  that  have  an  interest  in  the  management  of  SFWD's  watershed 
lands.  The  Agency  Workshop  will  mark  the  completion  of  Phase  II  of  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  planning  effort.  Your  input  at  this  stage  is  important,  as  the 
information  presented  at  this  workshop  will  be  used  during  Phase  III  to  prepare 
alternative  management  strategies  for  each  watershed  and  a comprehensive  Draft 
Watershed  Management  Policy  Plan. 


We  hope  you  will  be  able  to  attend  the  workshop  or  send  another  representative  from 
your  department.  We  have  sent  a similar  letter  to  the  individuals  listed  below,  and  also 
are  requesting  their  attendance.  Please  r.s.v.p.  to  Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources 
Manager,  SFWD  at  (415)  872-5934  by  Monday,  November  22. 


Very  truly  yours. 


JOHN  P.  MULLANE 
General  Manager 


Attachment  (Directions  to  SFWD  Millbrae  Offices) 


cc:  Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Resources  Manager,  SFWD 

Cheryl  Davis,  Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division  Manager,  SFWD 

Joe  Naras,  Urban  Forester,  SFWD 

Leo  Bauer,  Alameda  Division  Manager,  SFWD 


Directions  to  SFWD/Millbrae  Office: 


Highway  101 

Take  101  to  the  Millbrae  Avenue  Exit  (West); 

Cross  over  CaiTrain  tracxs: 

Turn  right  on  El  Camino  Reai; 

Continue  on  Ei  Camino  Real  approximately  3-4  blocks; 

Look  for  an  Orchard  Suppiv  Hardware  sign  on  the  right; 

(SFWD  driveway  is  immediately  behind  the  sign  at  the  traffic  signal); 
Turn  right  into  driveway; 

SFWD  offices  will  be  on  vour  left; 

Parking  spaces  are  available  in  front,  and  around  the  side  of  the  building. 
1-280 

Take  1-280  to  Hillcrest/Larkspur  Avenue  Exit 
Take  Hillcrest  east  to  El  Camino  Real 
Turn  north  on  El  Camino  Real; 

Follow  same  directions  as  above. 


APPENDIX  B 


AGENDA  AND  MEETING  MATERIALS 

This  appendix  contains  materials  distributed  during  the  Agency  Workshop, 
including:  Meeting  Agenda,  Comment  Sheet  and  Sign-in  Sheet. 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 


AGENCY  WORKSHOP 
December  1,  1993 

San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Millbrae 
Large  Conference  Room 
9:30  a.m.  - Noon 


AGENDA 

1.  Welcome  and  Introductions 

Cheryl  Davis,  Manager,  Water 
Supply  and  Treatment  Division 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

Ed  Stewart,  Watershed  Manager 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 

II.  Meeting  Purpose  and  Format 

Kelly  Stewart,  Moderator 
Public  Affairs  Management 

III.  Presentation  and  Panel  Discussion 


PARTI:  Planning  Process 

David  Blau,  EDAW 

• Questions  & Comments 

Panel  and  Attendees 

PART  2:  Watershed  Resource  Mapping 

David  Blau,  EDAW 

Carol  James,  Montgomery  Watson 

• Break/Map  Viewing 


• Questions  & Comments 

Panel  and  Attendees 

PART  3:  Public  Opinion  Survey 

Kelly  Stewart 

• Questions  & Comments 

Panel  and  Attendees 

IV.  Next  Steps/Conclusion 

Ed  Stewart 

Consultant  Panel: 


David  Blau,  EDAW;  Tina  Stott,  ED  AW,  Carol  James,  Montgomery  Watson; 

Karen  Johnson,  Montgomery  Watson;  Gary  Oates,  Environmental  Science  Associates; 
Kelly  Stewart,  Public  Affairs  Management 


' 


San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

Name:  n^tp- 

Affiliation:  Address: 

r.jty-  Zip  Code:  Phone: 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process. 

r 1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  N 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans? 

V / 

? \ 

2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans? 

APPENDIX  C 


ADDITIONAL  MATERIALS 


This  appendix  contains  additional  materials  distributed  during  the  Agency 
Workshop,  including:  newsletters  and  the  Peninsula  Watershed  Brochure. 


APPENDIX  D 


ATTENDANCE  SHEETS  AND 
WRITTEN  COMMENTS 


This  appendix  contains  the  attendance  sheets  and  written  comment  sheets 
received  from  the  Agency  Workshop. 
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2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans? 


Name:  Dale:  A*  )/J^^ 

Affiliation:  • . ^ *9^1  *■  W*  ]J^d.'Ay  t / , Address : $ tCO  & irt^^U^cu^  j 

City:  . Zip  Code:  PFtf & 5 Phone:/%£)  ~V6J3 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print)  

We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process. - 

' 1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  ^ ' 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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3)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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ix  . When  you  have  completed  this  sheet,  - 

Ed  Stewart 

San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

1 

/C 

Name:  Date-  ll/l  }°\'b 

Affiliation-  A Uvrwcta  fc’Ui/rtw  \/\/q XeS  C^S'C/ict  Address:  4 Bk/d 

r.ity  freynont  7ip  Code:  Phono-  £K7  - 6S<H970  * S 

('TTie  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process — 

r 1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  - ' 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans? 
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Name:  v\c;  ~^)c_vV\A Date:  # 13- A 

Affiliation:  eft  "T^pt  , o^r  ^ C-c^ic,  Address: 


City: Zip  Code: Phone: 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 


We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process. - 


' 1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  - - ■> 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  SanFrancisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans? 
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Name:  ~TV^'V\a  q s 


Date: 


f • \ , 3 


Affiliation:. 


d-^&r  Kj'Q-  A~ 


Address:  Hr  Mo. 


Zip  Code:  ^ ^ It3  Phone:  SCL?  -\ £ 


(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print) 

We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process. 


1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  ...  

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans'? 


2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 


Plans? 
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3)  OTHER  COMMENTS 
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San  Francisco  Watershed  Management  Plans 

rriMMFMT  CHCCT 
UUmMtzN  1 Z>t1CC 

Name:*^='^c  C—  • ^ vcXCo*— ^ - )jjat tl/  fkoui'c*<:  MIo^G.^rn^tp-  T)U2€.^  \ -j  1003 

Affiliation-  MawwA.  &Wfc  $°<h.  A^D  Address:  951  Tuvuev  Cf- 

Ct><  Urban  Vluuofl  Ck=au  \X>aW  ^ ^ 

r.ity-  lAo->|u3a^d  c.k  Zip  Code:  94^4*7  Phone:  670  - QSb~b 

(The  above  information  is  optional;  please  print)  „„ 

We  welcome  your  input  as  a valuable  component  of  the  planning  process.  

r 1)  PLANNING  PROCESS  tt— — ’ " \ 

Do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the  planning  process  for  the  San  Francisco 
Watershed  Management  Plans? 
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f 2)  WATERSHED  RESOURCE  STUDIES  ^ hlf  04-  h>  & Yeserotrs.  \ 

Considering  the  information  presented,  do  you  have  any  comments  regarding  the 
watershed  resource  studies  conducted  for  the  San  Francisco  Watershed  Management 
Plans?  i 
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